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We ARE glad to see it announced that the latest medical 
report as to the health of the Lord Chancellor is very re 
assuring He has, it is stated, been suffering from an affection 
of the ear, attended by severe neuralgic pains, which have 
Since his arrival in the South of 
im prove 


interfered with his sleep 
France the condition of the ear has shown marked 
ery likelihood that his general health will 
House of Lords on Wednesday of 
last week, very sympathetic reference was made by Earl 
Curzon and others to Lord Birkenneap’s illness, the 
Marquis of SaLispury observing he was quite certain that he 
was only speaking the opinion of all their lordships when he 
said that the Lord Chancellor’s great abilities, courtesy, and 
an immense deal to improve in every way 
s of the legislative work of that Hou: e 


ment, and there is ev 


industry had done 
the efficiency and succe 


The Emergency Powers Act. 

Tue Emercency Powers Bill was read a third time in 
House of Commons on Wednesday, and will probably 
yvassed by the House of Lords and receive the Roya! 
before we go to Press. The first section provides fo 
declaration of a state of emergency 


1.—(1) If at any time it appears to His Majesty that any 
has been t aken or is immediately threatened by any pers r body 
f persons of such a nature and on so extensive a is to be 
ulated, by interfering with the supply and d food, 
vater, fuel, light, or other necessities, or with the eans of loco 
otion, to depri e the mmunity, or any portion of the 
life His est may, by 

larnation of 


Cal 


mmunity, of the essentials of 
proclamation hereinafter referred to as 


ure that a state of emerven 


emergency) de 
were struck out in Com 


The word or other necessities 
mittee; but the words ‘‘ at any time 
threatened,’’ and or any substantial 
munity ’’ withstood hostile amendment 


or is immediately 
portion of the com 


Proclamation of Emergency. 
THEN SUB-SECTION (2) provides 
(2) Where a proclamation of emergency has been made, the occa 
ion thereof shall forthwith be communicated to Parliament, and if 
Parliament is then separated by such adjournment or prorogation as 
vill not expire within five days, a proclamation shall be issued for 


the meeting of Parliament within five days, and Parliament shal! 


accordingly meet and sit upon the day appointed by that proclama 
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tion, and shall continue to sit and act in like manner as if 
tood adjourned or prorogued to the same day. 
Here five 
original Bill, and a provision has been added at the end ol 
the clause that 
more than one month without prejudice to 


the issue ol 


another proclamation at or before the end of that period. 


it had 


has been substituted for the fourteen days in the ' deal with claims in respect of such prior user as mention 


before whom the case came, held that the section is not re 
spective, and that the old tribunal—the Treasury—is left 


above. The matter is of practical importance to patentee 


no such proclamation shall be enforeed for | because the Treasury, generally s yea kin at all events declix 
| ys y ¥ - , 


to admit the validity or infringement of a patent, compen 
tion for the use of which by a Government Department 


Thus, as the Home Secretary explained, in the case for the claimed, unless these questions have been determined in 


state of affairs constituting the continuing 


emergency 


the ordinary patent action in the High Court; so that a paten 


whole matter would be considered by Parliament at least once has to bring such an action before he can put forward an 


a month 


Emergency Regulations 


He EFFECT of a pro lamation of emergency wiil be to confer 


n the Government , 


the powers specified in section 2 
2 1). Where a pr matior i emergency has been made, and 
so long as the proclamation is force, it shall be lawful for His 
Majesty in Council, by Order make regulations for securing the 
sentials of life to the community, and those regulations may confer 
r Impose 1 Secretary I Stat ther Lroverument Department 
r any other pe ns in His Majesty’s service or acting on His 
Majesty's beha!f, such powers and duties as His Majesty may deem 
ecessary for the preservation of the peace, for securing and regu 
ating the supply and distribution of food, water, fuel, light, and 
f necesatitiea, Tor ma ntaint the means of trar t or locomotion 
1 for any other purposes essential to the public safety and the life 
t the mimunity, and may e such provisions idental to the 
mower toresaid as may apr to His Majesty to be required for 
naking the exercise of those powers effective 
In the discussion on this clause an ittem pt was made to stmke 
out lor the preservation of peace,’’ but it appears to have 
been passed as original! lrawn, though presumably the | 
words und other necessiti have been cancelled in accord 
ce with the corresponding amendment of section 1 (1) 
I nder sect n 2 (2), regul ition ire not v lid hevond sev I! 
days—substituted for fourteen—unless confirmed by Paz 
lament And amendments were made. providing that ther 


should be no power to enforce 
regulations shall make 
it an offence for any person or persons to take part in a strike 
or peacefully to persuade any 


industrial con eription nd that no 


other person or persons to take 


part in astnke. The regulations may provide for the trial 


| 


by courts of summary jurisdiction of persons guilty of offences | 


against the regulations ; and the maximum penalty which may 
be inflicted is imprisonment with or without hard labour for a 
term of three months, or a fine of one hundred pounds, o1 
both such imprisonment and fine, together with the forfeiture 
of any goods or money in respect of which the offence has been 
mmitted. The statute is a piece of experimental legislation, 
und it may be hoped that it will not have to be used Should, 
however, the necessity arise, it may be presumed that t! 
Defence of the Realm Reculations will 


for the reculations to be issue 


furnish a preced: nt 
Whether the statute 


need express no opinion 


1 under if 
wuld have been temporary only, w 
Certainly it is better to have an independent statute to meet 
uch troubles as are provided by the state of unrest accelerat 
by, but hardly due to, the war, than to deal with them under 
a hetatious prolongation of D.O.R.A 
I Patented Inver 
Departments. 


Se ol 


tions by Government 
With REGARD to the use by the vernment De 
partment of a patented invention, we drew attention on a 
former occasion (64 Sonicrrors’ JOURNAL, p 694) to the dif- 
ference between the former section 29 of the Patent Act. 1907, 
by the Patent Act, 
Under the former the terms for the user of the patented 
nvention by a Government Department were, in default of 
Under the latter, 
in case of dispute, the matter is to be referred to the Court. 
In the recent case of Nale’s Patents (37 R. P. C. 171) the 
question came up for decision whether the new section is retro- 
speotive in the sense that it changes the tribunal as regards 
claims for the use of patented inventions prior to 23rd April, 
1920. the date on which it came into operation SaRGANT, J., 


Crown or a G 


ind the new section 29 substituted for it 


1919 


ivreement, to be settled by the Treasury 


| 





claim to compensation. But under the new section 29 t 

Court, on a disputed claim for compensation being referred ¢ 
it, ‘‘ may with the consent of the parties take into consider. 
tion the validity of the patent for the purposes only of th 
reference and for the determination of the issues between tl 
applicant and such Government Department ’’ ; so,one appli 
cation to the Court is necessary instead of one to the Treasury 
|and one to the Court. 


The Conversicn of Houses into Flats. 

Ir wit be remembered that in Day v. Waldron (63 Soxici 
rors’ JOURNAL, 497 ; and see page 350), it was held by Avory, 
J., that the conversion of a dwelling-house into flats was abreaclj 

of a covenant in a lease against alteration of the premises ; and 
also of covenants to use the premises as a private dwelling: 
house, and against nuisance. The decision was felt to be a hard- 
ship atatime when every effort required to be made to increas 
housing accommodation, and provision to meet the difficulty 
| was made by section 27 of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., 
Act, 1919, which was passed on 3lst July last year. Under 
| this, where it is proved to the satisfaction of the County Court, 
}on ah application by the local authority or any person 
| interested in a house that, owing to changes in the character 
| of the neighbourhood, the house cannot readily be let as 4 
single tenement, but could readily be let for occupation if 


compulsory military service or | cofiverted into two or more tenements, but that this is pre- 


vented by the provisions of the lease, or of any restrictive 
covenant, then the Court may vary the terms of the lease or 
other instrument, subject to such conditions as it thinks just. 
[t will be noticed that there is here no reference to the working 
classes, such as oecurs in other parts of the Act, and the Court 
of Appeal, in Johnston v Maconochie (reported elsewhere), 
have upheld the decision of the Divisional Court, reversing 
that of the county court judge (1920, W. N. 210), that n 
restriction to the working classes can be implied. It may be 
added that the section is of a very moderate nature, and falls 
short of allowing the general relief against impracticable 
covenants, which would But all the building 
gislation seems to be of a half-hearted character. 


be reasonable. 


Holograph Documents in Commerce. 

DovuBTLESS COMMERCIAL men, and not, by the way, they 
alone, are much too anxious to write a document short, and 
are also imbued incorrigibly with the notion that. all lawyers 
are out to write it long. And when the document is passing 
from hand to hand it may, one can quite understand, acquir: 
a particular meaning. — It would be better if the public woul: 
grasp, in some measure, the difficulty and responsibility o! 
expressing a client’s proposal so as to defend it against th: 
objections of acute erudition, and the greater benefit of pre 
vention over cure. If they think the knowledge,’and powe 
of legal composition, of the profession is at a low ebb, what 
in comparison is their own accomplishment ? 


Uncertain Expression of a Contract. 

Ir 1s generally recognized that a testamentary devise, 0! 
bequest, can be defeated by uncertainty respecting an_essentia 
particular; and, wherever. laymen have prepared a written 
agreement, it is useful to bear in mind that a stipulation in « 
contract may also be void for incertitude: Pearce v. Wat? 
(20 Eq. 492), Douglas v. Baynes (1908, A. C. 477). The 
principle which is applicable is the well-known one, that it is 
not the function of the Court to make a contract. between the 
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parties, or to speculate what the parties would have done had 
they been better advised. At first sight it may seem that 
a covenant, entered into upon a dissolution of a partnership, 
to retire ‘‘ so far as the law allows ’’ from a business is an ex- 
ceedingly neat manner of meeting a well-known, and difficult, 
doctrine Yet a moment’s reflection will show that no limits 
of space, or of time, to the restriction being fixed by the 
parties themselves, and none by the common or statute law, the 
parties are, in plain truth, leaving the law to make an agree 
ment on the subject between them in other and most 
popular words, attempting to shirk the trouble of definition 

while it is their business to formulate and express their inten 
tions. Obviously such a provision, if it may so be designated, 
is too vague to be enforced in an action: Davies v. Davies 
(36 Ch. Div. 359; 36 W. R. 86) So, where R bought a 
horse, and promised that if it ‘‘ was lucky to him he would 
give £5 more or the buying of another horse,’’ it was held 
that such a promise was much too loose and vague to be con 
sidered in a court of law ; a court could not assign any definite 
meaning to the phrase ‘‘the buying of another horse ”’ 

Guthing v. Lynn (2 B. & Ad. 232). Again, to an easy 
going countryman it may appear to save tiat mental exertion, 
to 


or, 


and preciseness among friends, which he so much dislikes, 
‘ those trees which can reasonably be spared, 
and no doubt he would say 


agree about 
rather than about. certain trees ; 
that the law was an ass when he was informed his 
ment ’’ had, long ago, been held void for uncertainty: Mervyn 
v Lyds (Dy. 90a); ef. Taylor v. Portmmgton (7 D. M. & G 
328). In such unfortunate cases, possibly of more frequent 
occurrence than is generally admitted, amid the strain of busi 
ness—as well as in those relative to limiting an estate men 
tioned by Coxe (Co, Litt. 3b)-—the uncertainty arises from 
the absence of declared intention, and the law, very properly, 
retuses to supply the omission by conjecture. 


agree 


Ambiguous Contradiction of Rights 

We may also usefully recall that to defeat a man’s 
au ambiguous document is no good: Eidershe Steamship Co 
v. Bothwick (1905, A. C. 93, 96). The law imposes on A 

certain duty; he may, as‘a general rule, contract himself 
out of that duty altogether, or contract to alter, or ameli 
orate, as he please, its rigour; yet, unless and until he can 
prove such a protective contract, the duty clearly continues ; 
and, be it remembered, such a contract is not proved by the 
production of a stipulation expressed in such language that 
it may mean that, or may mean something different: Velson 
Line (Live r pool) (Limited) v. James Nelson & Sons (Limited) 
(1908, A. C. 16). It is true that the two cases just cited are 
both argued upon a shipowner’s duty when sending a ship to 
sea; but We have every confidence in applying the doctrine 
to rights in general, whether they be, for example, those of 
a purchaser of land, or those of an heir at law or next of kin, 
even, if, among the mass law, there be decisions 
which seem in certain cases to 
incomplete revocation. Conveyancers have always rightly 
held that particulars and conditions of sale, if intended to 
exclude a purchaser from anything to which he would other 


rights 


of case 


wise be entitled, must be expressed in most clear and unam- | 


biguous terms; and that. if a vendor uses ambiguous language, 
or expressions reasonably capable of misconstruction, a pur 
chaser may generally construe them in the manner most 
advantageous to himself: Davidson’s Convey. (4th Ed. 508) ; 
Dart V. & P. (5th Ed. 109) 


Mr. Mortimer Gazelee 

We ARE much obliged to the esteemed correspondent whe 
wrote us last week about TroL.ore’s interesting novel ‘‘ Dr 
Thorne,’’ and the solicitor who figures in it. Our correspon 
dent is right in saying that the gentleman’s name was not 


Mr. Mortimer, but Mr. Mortimer Gazelee; but here it was 
a printer’s error only on our part. The ‘‘ Gazelee’’ got 
omitted in the Press, and was overlooked on correction of 


As regards the larger issue, we cannot agree with our 


p (“a f 
The Earl’s daughter, on our reading of ‘‘ Dr 


correspondent. 





encourage doubtful or | 


| 


| the life of the solicitor, fascinating 


Thorne,’’ did not advise her cousin, the squire’s daughter, 
to refuse the solicitor because. she wished to marry him her- 
self. It was because she considered the match derogatory in 
status to the squire’s daughter that she gave the advice. 
Augusta Thorne, the young lady in question, refused with 
reluctance the man she loved, or, at any rate, admired, because 
Lady Mary de Courcy, her cousin, told her she would lose her 
social status if she married him. She was shortly afterwards 
surprised to find that her noble cousin had herself married 
Mi But she fully accepted the latter’s explanation, 
no doubt she had married Mr. Gazelee 
because she was no longer very young, and, being an Earl’s 
daughter, would not lose her social status n erely by marrying 
| inferior. That is our interpretation of TRoLLopE’s 
plot so far as it affects these merely minor characters. But 
TROLLOPE was 


Gazelee ! 


honest enough, that 


a (m-lai 


we admit that the matter is not quite clear 
a long-winded writer, and not always consistent in his presen 
tation of motives. 


Solicitors Victorian Fiction 

l1 to note that the Victorian 
referred to in our article on ‘* The Vocation of 
are by no means the only eminent Victorian novelists who give 
in their work a clear indication of the esteem in which solicitors 
were held in that great epoch of English Social History. In 
CHARLOTTE Bronte and Mrs. GASKELL, typical Early Victorian 
novelists, we believe no solicitor appears in any capacity ; the 
and the soldier are from those ladies 
This is significant, for it shews that in the middle-class 
England during the thirties and forties the doctor 
ind clergyman were familiar figures; but the artist was 
Bohemian, the soldier too aristocratic, the lawyer too un 
When we come to 
note a change. GrorGce Exiot, Mrs 
Henry Woop and Cuartorre Yonce—three very different 
types—do not overlook the solicitor. To Grorcr Extor, he i 
i hard, but respectable type, who maltreats his wife, but othea 
wise is an honest member of middle-class society. Mrs. HENRY 
Woop characteristically paints in “‘ The Channings ’’ the life 
of a very old-fashioned and high-class type, the now extinct 
of Cathedral towns, and, in East Lynne,’’ a 
plendid type of old-establishe olicitor. CHARLOTTE 
olicitors, like her doctors, are mere passing figurs 
she was interested chiefly in clergy 


in 
iuthors we 


Is 


interesting 
a Solicitor 


artist likewise absent 
work 
sojjety of 
: too 


romantic to be delineated in their pages 
the Mid-Victorians, we 


Proctor 
tf count 
YONG! Ss 
only named and no more ; 
men and the squirearchy, and a clags of semi-rural society in 
which solicitors were probably not much seen By the way, 
in passing, we are inclined to think that the solicitor-hero in 

East Lynne,’’ who marries first the Earl’s daughter and then 
the squire’s daughter, is the most sympathetic presentation 
of the lawyer in any famous work of fiction Solicitors were 
clearly favourites of Mrs HENRY Woop. 

The Late Victorian Solicitor. 

Or course, the fiction of the closing years of the nineteenth 
century is so vast a field that any type of character can be 
found somewhere in it But we cannot remember any solicitor 
of importance in the pages of Merepitn, or Harpy, or STE- 
VENSON, or ANTHONY Hopt WerEyMAN'S one novel 
describing contemporary life, ‘‘ The New 
us with a leading character, Mr. Bonancy, who is a solicitor and 
a man of obstinate rectitude and somewhat 


He is, 


ocial position is not an 


STANLEY 
lector,’’ presents 
a churchwarden ; 
man whe mM 
however, a self-made man, so that hi 
index of that his Nor is present-day 
literature much more interested in the It is 
hould have chosen to paint 
ind romantic as it so often 
is. But we may add that a solicitor—Mr. Gray, we think—has 
some influence on the fortunes of Jacob Stahl, the hero of Mr. 
J. D. Beresrorp’s trilogy 


unpleasing manners, but a we respect 


enjoyed by class 
olicitor as such 


rather curious that so few novelist 


The Sale of the Doughty Estate. 

Tue ForTHCOMING sale of portions of the Doughty Estate, of 
which a notice appears in our advertisement columns, should 
be of special interest to lawyers. On a larger scale, and with 
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very interesting illustrations, thé notice occupied a page of the ‘‘ surrounding circumstances,’’ on the well-known principle 
Times of 28th September. It includes one side of Bedford- | that, where ambiguity exists, the surrounding circumstances 
row, and there was a picture of the staircase of No. 11—one of | may be looked at in order to throw any light they can upon it. 
those imposing features which, as in other houses in Bedford | This established, the Court then held that the evidence shewed 
row and elsewhere in the neighbourhood, attest the social | a great antecedent probability in favour of submarine action 
position which these houses once occupied. And there is No. | as the cause of the loss. From this the Court drew a-‘‘ pre- 
52, Bedford-row, a later addition to these classic legal haunts. | sumption of fact ’’ in favour of the view that the loss was 





which is in fact, we believe, the rear of the First Avenue | the result of the war risk, and held the Crown liable. The 
Hotel. And Theobald’s-road, bordered by the gardens of | Crown, we need hardly say, had been sued on petition of right, 
Gray’s Inn, commemorated by ‘‘ Curistian Tearte.’’ And | Martin on a writ of summons; so that in strict procedure the 
Doughty-street, once the home, it seems, of Dickens, on parties had not been sued in the alternative. But the Court 
whose brief editorship of the Daily Vews light is thrown by the | treated the case, as, in substance, one of alternative liability 





Nineteenth Century this month It is not often that so much | of two defendants 

of legal interest comes into the market at the same time It must be admitted that, although this ‘result is sound 
common sense, it trenches dangerously on well accepted prin- 
ciples of proof and evidence. When once courts begin to act 


W: R k } i inane Ri k on ‘ probabilities ’’ we are in for squalls. It certainly seems 
ar IsKs and N arine ISKS. safer to take the view that there is ; prima facie presumption 
ALTHOUGH it is two years since the Great War came to an end. | of loss by a marine peril in the case/of an unexplained loss at 
for all except official purposes, qnestions relating to the distin sea, and that the underwriter is liable until proof is had of 
tion between war risks and marine risks are still constantly | some other provima causa. This view the first instance judge, 
arising in the Commercial and the Admiralty Courts. As out Mr. Justice Bartuacne, in fact, took, only to be overruled 
readers are, of course, well aware, underwriters exclude from | by the Court of Appeal. Even if on a strict application of com- 











their policies war risks, and these are covered in normal cases | mon law principles it is possible to find a ground of support for 
by the Government scheme of war riskinsurance, The problem, | the Court of Appeal’s view, we doubt whether its reliance on 
therefore, usually resolves itself into a practical dilemma: if | ‘‘ probabilities ’’ is not quite opposed to well-established rules 
the peril which has occasioned | is a war risk, the Govern- | of evidence not lightly to be overturned A better way out, 
ment pay for the damage; if not, the underwriters do s« | it is submitted, would have been to apply -in this case the 
Hence the conflict as to liability is between the Government | res ipsa loquitur prineiple, and to hold that, on proof of the 
and the underwriter: the owner is protected one wavy or the | surrounding circumstances, the Court can take judicial notice 
other. ; é | of the fact that submarine activity is the natural cause of 
Three quite recent cases illustrate rather fully some of the | such losses. But to extend in this way even so well accepted 
principles involved In the first. place the question naturally | @ rule as that of res ipsa loquitur is a very big and dangerous 
arises: When there has been a loss due either to a war risk or | step 
to a marine risk, but there is no evidence as to which of | The second question, taking them in logical order, likely to 
the two caused the loss, what is the owner’s position? He | arise in all these cases of a double-barrelled risk, is our old 
has lost his property The loss is due to a sea risk. either | and familiar friend, that of causa prorima. When the loss 
‘war ’’ or ‘‘ marine Had he insured with the under is due to a peril of the sea in some way affected by war condi- 
writers against both classes of risk, they would have had to | ions, the question always arises whether the peril is the substan- 
pay on mere proof of loss by a peril of the sea But he is | tial cause of the loss—4.e., the causa proxima—or whether it is 


insured against marine risks with A, and against war risks | merely the last link in a chain of causes arising inevitably out 
with B. To recover against A he must prove: (1) loss, (2) due | of hostilities, in which case the hostile operations are the causa 


to a peril of the sea, (3) which is a peril insured against—i. ¢ | proxima. In the first case the risk is a marine risk, in the 
a marine risk. To recover against B, he must likewise prove | second a war risk. Now, in Richard de Larringa S.S. (Owners) 
(1) loss, (2) due toa peril of the sea, (3) which is a peril in- ly Admiralty Commisstoners (1920, W. N. 196, C.A.) this very, 
sured against—.¢., a war risk He cannot prove singly his point cropped up once more. Here two ships collided, because 


case against A, nor yet his case against B Ought, then, ‘both they were sailing close together on a dark night without proper 
of his actions to be dismissed ? Or can we say there is a | lights. They were under convoy, and obeying the regulations 
presumption of loss in one way rather than the other? In| of the convoy. It was held that the orders of the convoy 
other words, is there any way out of the dilemma by which, | commander were a ‘‘ consequence of hostilities,’’ and the causa 
notwithstanding the doctrine facta probata non probahilia | proxima of the collision ; hence the loss was due to the war risk. 
cogunt judicium, our unfortunate owner can succeed in fasten- | How did the collision come within the compass of ‘ all comse- 
ing liability on one of the possibly responsible parties quence of hostilities or warlike operations’’? Because the 
Common sense says that there must be a way out, but common | close sailing without lights was an essential” incident in the 
law seems to say that there is none carrying out of a ‘‘ warlike operation,’’ namely, the safe 
However, in Munro, Brice d Co. v. Martin, Same v. Rex | convoy of the merchant vessels concerned. 
(25 Com. Cas. 112, C.A.) the Court did find a way out. Here A third question, however, may still arise. Let us suppose 
the plaintiffs shipped a cargo of timber on a sailing vessel, The | that the insurance against marine risks goes on expressly to 


Imveramsey, en voyage from America to “England. The | cover ‘‘ losses through explosion.’’ Let us also assume that 
Imveramsey left the American coast—and then was never | war risks are excluded in the usual way. Now, suppose a 
heard of again. Ship, cargo, crew were admittedly a total | ‘‘ loss through explosion ’’ occurs, but the explosion is itself 
loss. Martin was the underwriter who insured against marine | incident to warlike operations. Here the marizie risk policy 
perils, and the Government insured against war risk. So the | expressly covers the very loss which is also covered by the war 
owner sued both in the alternative He could: give no evi- | risk scheme, namely, “‘ loss through explosion.’’ There seems 
dence whatever as to the nature of the causes which had to be a conflict. Which condition is to prevail? The rule 
destroyed the vessel Normally, in such a case, if there is cf common sense and of logic alike replies that the “‘ loss 
any presumption of fact at all, it would be of loss by a marine through explosion,’ although expressly mentioned as a 
risk.’ But at the date of the loss we were at war. German ‘‘ marine risk,’’ may also in an appropriate case be a “ war 
submarines were daily sinking English, American and neutral risk.’’ Where this is so, the war risk liability covers it. © In 


vessels, Notoriously more ships were lost by submarine action other words, whenever loss by somg cause named in the policy 
than by perils of the sea—-especially where there was an unex- occurs, one must still look to see whether the causa prorima of 
plained disappearance. The vessel was in an area infested with | that loss is the “‘ peril of the sea "’ or ‘‘ warlike operations.” 
submarines. So the Court allowed evidence of these general It becomes a ‘‘ marine risk ’’ in the former case, for which the 
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underwriter is liable ; in the latter case it is a war risk to which 
the Government scheme attaches. This was in fact decided 
in Stoomvaart, Maatschapjnj, Sophie H. v. Merchants’ Marine 
Insurance Co. (36 T. L. R. 73). The case is a House of 
Lords judgment, and of quite exceptional] interest 

We have referred once or twice above to ‘‘ exclusion of war 
risks in thé usual manner.’’ Perhaps it may be useful to 
mention here what this usual manner happens to be, familiar 
though it will be to many readers. Generally, the under 





although the land has not yet been sold, and although the 
securities all purport to deal with land end not with money.”’ 
No reasons were given, but the ratio decidend+ must be that 
the property incumbered could only be claimed ia the shape 
of money; the land in short had been in equity converted 
and was to be treated as money for the purpose of settling 
priorities. There would, however, have been nothing illogical 
or unreasonable in holding that as the property remained 


| land physically, priorities should be determined by the rule 


writers exclude their liability by attaching to the conditions of | 


_ the policy a common form exception clause, known as th 


‘“ F. C. and S. Clause.’’ These letters mean ‘‘ free of cap 
ture and seizure.’’ The clause is usually worded: “‘ W 

ranted free from capture, seizure, detention and all other cou 
sequences of hostilities (piracy, riots, civil commotion and 
barratry excepted).’’ The user of a ‘‘warranty”’ 
means of creating an exception to liability is, of course, a 
familiar and time-honoured expedient in marine insurance 
policies, but it is a curious and rather roundabout, if very 
ingenious, arrangement. So far as we know, it is in practice 
found only in insurance policies. The legal effect is to mak« 


as a 


freedom from the risk referred to in the clause a condition | 


precedent to the liability of the underwriter under the pelicy, 
and owing to the fact that such warranties are ‘‘ conditions 
precedent,’’ and therefore essential terms of the contract, this 
method is very effectual. But a warranty suggests an under 
taking on the part of the warrantor to perform something, or 
that something has been performed, breach of which warranty 
makes him liable in asswmpsit for damages. Of course, n 
such result follows in the case of a ‘‘ F. C. and S.’’ clause 
Therefore, the clause is really decidedly anomalous when re 
garded as what it professes to be, a warranty 











' Land, Money or Both? 


One of the inconveniences of having one law for land and 
another for personalty comes, into prominence when there is 
any question of ranking assignments or incumbrances on pro 
perty in the order of their priority of interest. The general 
rule as to land is that assignments and incumbrances take 
precedence according to their order in date of creation. The 
general rule as to money funds and what are usually classed as 
choses in action is that priority is governed by the order in 
time in which notice of the assignment or incumbrance 1s 
received by the trustee or other person in whose hands the 
fund is. This latter rule only came into existence in 1823, 
when Dearle v. Hall (3 Russ. 1) was decided, and though it 
is now firmly established (Ward v. Duncombe, 1893, A. C 
369), its exact limits and method of application are not 
always easy to determine. The reason for this difficulty is 
chiefly because it is sometimes difficult to say whether property 
is, or is to be treated as, land or a money fund—realty or 
personalty. Land for some purposes may be treated as 
money, a money fund may for some purposes be treated as 
land, and the point to be discovered often is: What are these 
purposes ? 

Two typical instances may be referred to—land devised o1 


settled on trust for sale, but not yet sold, and the proceels | 


of settled land that has been sold where the proceeds are in- 
vested in personal property such as stocks and shares. The 
case of Lioyds Bank v. Pearson (1901, 1 Ch. 865) was ar 
instance of the first kind. Land was settled on trust for sale, 
and during the lifetime of the tenant for life, and before the 
land was sold, one of the persons entitled in remainder to a 
share in the proceeds of sale mortaged his interest to two dif- 
ferent mortgagees in succession ; the latter of whom gave the 
trustees notice of his incumbrance, while the earlier did not 
give any notice. It was held that the incumbrancer later in 
date who had given notice was entitled in priority to the 
earlier incumbrancer who had not given notice. Mr. Justice 
Cozens-Harpy (as he then was) said: ‘“‘I think it is clear 


nature of personal estate.’’ 


that this is a case to which the rule in Dearle vy. Hall applies, | of the fund, notice being given to the Public Trustee of the 


which gives pnority according to date of creation of 


incumbrance. 


Cases under section 22 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
afford instances of settled land being sold and proceeds in- 


vested in stocks. To what extent are these investments to he 
treated as land? section 5, of section 22, enacts that 
capital money and the securities in which it is invested “‘ shail 


Sub 


for all purposes of disposition, transmission and devolution 


be considered as land,’’ to be held for the sane persons and 


the same interests as the land would have been held if not 
sold A decision of Lord Romitty in 1868 (Re Carew’s 
state, 16 W. R. 1077) is cited in the 10th and latest 


edition of WotsTENnOLME’s Conveyancing Acts (1913), though 
not referred to in previous editions, as authority for the 
following As capital money is for all purposes of disposi- 
tion to be considered as land, the rule in Dearle vy. Hall does 
not apply to it’’ (note to section 22 (5), at p. 413). Re Carew’ s 
Estate was, of course, deeided before the Settled Land Act, 
1882, came into existence, and the ca e actually related to a 
private Act which contained a section resembling section 22 
(5) of the Act of The “‘ trust stocks’’ the subject of 
the Act were, ‘‘ for the purpose of the devolution, transmis- 
sion, vesting, disposal and enjoyment thereof,’ to be 

deemed in equity of the nature of rea) estate and not of the 
There was a struggle for priority 
between several incumbrancers, of whom one only had given 
notice of his incimbrance. Lord RoMILLY’s judgment was 
very short; no reasoned opinion was given and no reference 
made to Dearle v. Ha'l or any other case, but it was held that 
‘makes the trust fund real estate as 
and incumbrances 


1882 


as the section quoted 
far as possible,’ notice 
ranked according to date of creation. 

Until the other day Re Carew's Estate seems to have been 
the only authority that could be cited on the question whether 
personalty representing capital money under the Settled 
Land Acts was, by virtue of section 22, to be ‘‘ considered 
as land ’’ so far as to be independent, as regards dispositions of 
it, of the rule in Dear'e v. Hall. Re Carew’s Estate has, how- 
ever, just come up for discursion in an Irish case, with the 
result that the Irish court declined to follow ic, and held 
under similar circumstances that the rule in Dearle v. Hail 
did apply, and that the incumbrancer who gav> notice gained 
priority 

The Irish case referred to is Re Sandes’ Trusts (1920, l 
[. R. 216) (O’Connor, M.R.). Settled land was sold under 
the Irish Land Acts, and the proceeds paid to thé Public 
Trustee as trustee of the settlement and invested in Japanese 
and Chilian Government stocks. The materia] facts were the 
following:—Mrs. Ronayne, the the tenant, for 
life, was entitled to the settled property on her mother’s 
death, and borrowed a sum of £700 on the security of her 
reversionary interest, which, being defeasible in the event of 
her predeceasing her mother, was also secured by a life insur- 
ance policy. The mortgagees were a life insurance society. 
Notice of the mortgage was given to the Public Trustee. A 
second mortgage for £400 was then given to a Miss Fitz- 
GERALD, but no notice of this was given to the Public Trustee. 
A notice was given to the insurance society, but was held 
to be insufficient and useless so far as the reversionary interest 
in the monev fund was concerned, and only effective in respect 
of the insurance policy. The insurance society then made a 
further advance of £300 to Mrs. Ronayne, and a mortgage to 
cover this was given by her. Notice of this mortgage was 
given to the Public Trustee. There were thus three mortgages 


was immaterial 


daughter of 
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first and third (the insurance society's), but not of the second 
(Miss Firzceratp’s). The insurance society claimed priority 
for their mortgages over Miss F1rzGERALp’s, on the ground 
that they had given notice and she had not. The Master of 
the Rolls said According to the law as settled by Dearle 
v. Hall and Ward v. Duncombe, this order of priority must 
be observed if the property is to be treated as personal estate, ’ 


and the argument that the property was to be treated as land | 


dealt with. The case of He Carew’s 'state was held 
the circumstances not to be of sufficient authority t. 
eemed to the Master of the Rolls the prope r 
construction being»placed upon section 22 of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882. The effect of the enactment in sub-section 5 was 
not. to alter the rights of the owners in their property ; 
‘remain untouched, but the machinery for its legal transfer 
has been change a 


was then 
under 


prevent w hat 


these 


The trustees must deal with the invest 
ments (which are substantially real estate) as choses in action, 
Why should not the cestuis que trust 
The obligation does not in the least detract: from 
'’ The reasons for the rule i: 
Hall were held to be just as cogent: where personalty 


which they really are 
do likewise ? 
beneficial 
Dearle v 
was impressed with 


right or enjoyment 


the character of realty which had ne 
where there had been 
no question of conversion. Dearle v. //all was, therefore, held 
to apply, with the result that the incumbrance 
point of time, but as to which no notice had been given, wa 
postponed in favour of the third 
which notice had been given, 

The point is one of great practical importance, and it re 
mains to be seen whether the courts in England will follow the 
decision of Lord Romitty, 1868 in Pe 
Estate, or the reasoned opinion recently given by the Irish 
Master of the Rolls in Re Sandes’ Trusts. The reasoning ‘n 
the Irish case certainly should commend itself to the English 
co irts, 


longer any existence, as in other cases 


second in 


ncumbrance, in respect of 


cliven in (‘areu 


and it seems probable that the Court. of Appeal (and 
perhaps a court of first instance) would hold that, under such 
iu Ale Sandes’ Trusts. the rule 
in Dearle v. Hall is the right rule to ipply in ranking priorities 
If the ratio decidendi in Re 
Trusts were to be approved of by the English courts, viz., that 
the method of and determining 
priorities is to be governed by the particular state of invest 
ment in which the property happens to be for the moment, it 
is by no means certain that the decision in Lloyds Bank \ 


circumstances as were disclosed 


among incumbrancers Sand 


incumbering property 


Pearson (supra) would continue to be considered sound. The 
land there had not been actually sold and remained physically 
land, so that dispositions of interests in it or its proceeds 


might well be land so as to be 


the ordinary rule of 


treaied as dispositions of 
governed with respect to priorities by 
priority in date of creation. It will be noticed that in L/oyds 
Rank Vv Pearson, asin Re Careu : 
was given for the decision 


state, no reasoned opinion 
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eviews. 
Equity. 
COMMENTARIES ON Equity Jurtsprupence. By Hon. Mr. Justic 
Story, LL.D., soMETIME ONE oF THE JUSTICES oF THE SUPREME 
Court or THe Unitrep States. Turrp Enoursn Eprtiox By 


A E RanpDaLt, Barrister-at-Law Sweet & Maxwell! 
(Limited). 37s. 6d. net. 


Mr. Randall in his preface to this edition of Story on Equity 
rightly describes it as a recognized classic, but this is rather on 
account of the elucidation of principles than because of its use in 
ordinary practice. The author's preface to the original edition 
is dated ‘‘ Cambridge, Mass., December, 1835,’’ and states that th 
work was founded on his labours as Dane Professor of Law at 
Harvard, and expresses his great diffidence and solicitude as to its 
merits, and also as to its reception by the public. ‘‘My main 
he says, ‘ has been to trace out and define the various 
sources and limits of Equity Jurisdiction, 6o far as they may be 
ascertained by a careful examination of the Authorities, and a 
close Analysis of each distinct ground for that Jurisdiction, as ii 
has been practically expourfded and applied in different ages.’’ It 
is singular that this task should have been first undertaken on a 


bject,”’ 








comprehensive scale by an American jurist dealing with a system 
of law imported from another country ; but it is, perhaps, true to 
say that Story, who was first in the field of erudite research, has 
in the successive editions of his work, remained ite leading 
By 1866 it had reached its ninth edition. This edition, 
edited by Dr. Isaac F. Redfield, we have béfore us, and it incor- 
porates the author’s preface from which we have quoted. How 
many editions have been issued since we are not aware, and M1 
Randall omits to tell us. The useful idea of editing the work in a 
form specially designed for use here has resulted in the third 
English edition, which has now deen issued. 

An interesting account of the Dane Professorship and of Mr. 
Justice Story, who was the first professor, is contained in ‘‘ The 
Centennial History of the Harvard Law School, 1817-1917,’’ which 
was issued two years ago (63 Soxicrrors’ Journat,’p. 110). Dane 
was an eminent lawyer of Massachusetts, who followed in the 
steps of our own Viner. Viner compiled his Abridgment in the 
middle of the eighteenth century, and founded the Vinerian Pro- 
fessorship of Law at Oxford out of the proceeds. Dane compiled 
an Abridgment of American Law—it occupied from 1800 to 1826 
and the 10,000 dollars which he devoted to the Dane Professorship 
are said to have been furnished by this work, and he directed that 
the lectures delivered on the foundation should be published., To 
this endowment and direction are due Story’s series of Commen- 
taries, Greenleaf’s Evidence, Lansdell’s writing, and other works. 

Story, as we have said, was the first Dane Professor, and he be- 
came the head of the Law School. This was in 1829. But the build- 
ings of the school were then very scanty. Dane again came to the 
rescue and gave in his lifetime the further benefaction which he 
had designed as a legacy. He thus had the satisfaction of seeing 
the school properly housed three years before his death in 1835, 
it the age of ninety-two. The ‘‘ Dane Law College ’’ continued as 
the home of the school for more than fifty years. But while Dane 
was the pecuniary benefactor, Story, the Centennial History tells 
us, was the true founder of the school, and he ‘‘ brought to the 
work an enthusiasm for law as a science, and a real affection for 
his foster-sons, the students, which at once became an inspiration 
to the young men gathered to learn from him.’”’ Contemporary 
testimony bears out this praise. And at the same time he carried 
the burden of his judicial work in the Supreme Court. His work 
in and affection for the school, indeed, grew so much that in 1845 
he had decided to resign from the Bench and devote his entire time 
to the work of the school, but his sudden death prevented the 
plan being carried out. 

We have, perhaps, been led away by our interest in the author 

rom the consideration of Mr. Randall’s edition of his work. It 
is, of course, a difficult matter to revise and bring up to date a 
treatise of such authority. But it is, perhaps, rendered easier by 
the fact that it is essentially a treatise on the principles underly- 
ing Equity Jurisprudence. Thus the doctrine of conversion, which 
has played such a prominent part in the practical application of 
equity, is somewhat slightly dealt with, and the refinements which 
have attended the doctrine are not set out in detail (see sections 
790 et seq). And, indeed, seeing that the whole doctrine is likely 
soon to be obsolete, this is not to be regretted. And in connection 
with this reference to pending legislation, we may note the state- 
ment under “Terms for Years’’ and ‘‘ Mortgages ’’ (sections 998, 
1012) that mortgages for terms of years had at one time, on account 
of their superior convenience, largely replaced mortgages in fee. 
This is the plan which the Law of Property Bill is designed to bring 
back. But Mr. Randal] does not so far confine hi¢ view to matters 
of principle as to omit to notice recent decisions and statutory 
changes, and the chapters on Wills and Implied Trusts shew the 
modern tendency against construing precatory words as creating 
binding trusts, and contain useful references to the Trustee Act, 
1888, and the Trustee Act, 1893. The course has been judiciously 
steered between too great respect for the original text and too much 
detail in alteration, and the work is a very valuable reproduction 
of Story’s famous treatise. 


Books of the Week. 
Equity. —The Principles of Equity. sy A. M. Witsnere, M.A., 
LL.B.. Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 25s. net. 


Libel and . Slander. — Law and Practice of Libel and Slander 
in a Civil Action, with Precedents of Pleadings, &c., and al! Statutes 
relating to the subject. By CLEMENT C. Gatiey, LL.D.. B.C.I.., 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 42s. net. 

The Law Quarterly Review, October, 1920. Edited by A. E. Ranpart, 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. net. 
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In the House of Commons on the 21st inst., Mr. Chamberlain, in reply 
to Commander Bellairs, who asked whether the Government could 


undertake to initiate legislation to repeal the harsh and unsuitable terms 
of the Royal Marriages Act of 1772, said :—The Government do not 
propose to adopt this suggestion. 
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in Mary Whitehead and its exercise by her were of the essence of the 
Correspondence. gift, and that no general charitable intention was shewn, and ther 
fore that t ift failed and the testatrix died intestate as t 
The Fees of Process Servers residue. The Treasury appealed 
Rae idiom wey Ma tere 
jZ0 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) jew tetas : Mf r 4 ing read the bequest and stated the fact 
Sir,—Will you kindly allow me through the medium of your | said that the question was ether the gift failed, or whether it 
paper to call the attention of the legal profession to the scandalous mained a good charitable gift to be rried out by means of a sche 
fees paid to process servers by general receiving agents in London | There was no question that if the gift had been one sor: tae benefit 
and elsewhere, one firm charging 9s. 6d. for country. writs within | Cert! individuais t be selec ted vould have fai ed. It had bes 
one mile of nearest station, and 4g. 6d. for affidavits, and the poor | decided | igo that that doctrine lid apply to charitable git 
l Lord Eld fh Mills v. Farme 1 Mer. 55, at p 94 sand The sam 
process server gets ls. 6d. and sometimes 2s., and has to walk fous eonig nlied nd Lif 
or five miles to serve, and gets mothing for affidavit, which he is told r saesey a - opp eo . hi ; , fa rte “es omy 
to swear before a JE, to save commissioner's fee. and this includes sey oh ¥ Ay - “Tt t a = s ro} “3 ‘ eet pin bh to 
a lengthy report There are othe charges on the same scale, and wed afte me = ‘ A utor fs. d after sath tn 4 ne nf ' ¥ x4 
should he complain, the work is given to someone else, as it does} 4» jf ha weeointed en execet Nis. tee! ten: eating and~ I 
not matter to them af boys serve them, a’ shewn by the. instructions | up - Wey supply his case, in either of these cases 
given (which would only be required by a novice), the sole obje sndividua the ‘testator m be held intestat But to give effect to 
being*to make as much as possible out of each case, and when 1 beau iw of charity, the Court will in both instances supply 
tomes to making 7s. 6d. out of a service, with nothing to do but | the place of an « itor. and carry into effect that which in the case 
enclose writ in an envelope, and one for return, it is profiteerin f luals must | d altogether Wis distinct has 
with a vengeance, and I really do not think solicitors would allow | ceeded part perha} Incipye the Roman law which we do not 
it if they knew I cannot understand why these documents aré | a? this time perfectly nprehend, and partly, no doubt, on the religions 
not sent to other solicitors, or even to the process server direct, | MOtion nh former btained in this country, according t 
who would greatly benefit by doing them at half the price charged | ' © lina province distribute in Cas o intest . \ 
by these agents. I have known cases where writs have been issued | third p! a rs peer “ ~ rem ras ie 
against loca) debtors sent to London for service back to the process ' ee aks fs. ot aye “em ial nw ~e # a , : 
server, then Li ndon again then back to suuntry in l the same } ay or : a yes 4 a "s P * re Ay a er * ; wear PY arb eff ex + 
with affidavit Isn't it ridiculous / - the t ee be rt He nto effect by this Court, which will then 
A Poor Prox ESS SERVER upply the m nile which alone was left defic ient.”’ The question was 
20th October whether the present case fell within that doctrine. If the matter was 
eg tee rea integra, it might require a good deal of consideration. It might be 
The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest - by aren align Bre Poy age > Gx —— apne ge ae 
(Restri-tions) Act, 1920 Phat point was dealt wit Moggnidg Vhackwell (i Ves. 3), a 
; ‘ , , eis ‘ t one ata ‘ air ’ ’ 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] : aie Tay cee aloe a asfled . oe ft ~ oad 
Sir, Will you, or some reader kindly give us your Views as to | nd ‘ ! ‘ ‘ families and har 
whether the mortgagor or the mortgagee ought to pay the cost of d appointed Vaston one of the executors of her ill 
the preparation and service of the necessary notices for increasing | Vaston predeceased the testatrix, and it is held that the Court should 
interest, and if the mortgagor, how can it be recovered ? | ‘appro } for the administration of the fund. In Mille 
5 L. P } Fa ’ Lord Eid 1id that VW ggridge v hae kavel vas 
27th October. determing entire t o% e of pre a —< ag uinet n- 
[The costs appear to be costs properly incurred in relation to the | at M Cam : . ~ = 2. = rn - ~p battens 4 aia oo y 
mortgage, and in taking the accounts in a redemption action they |“ ! arog ecg is; ada oh nag eer 4. then: aoe 
would, we think, be allowed to the mortgagee; but they are not | r: ‘ - a ’ . pony yr — a ; “" barge whiny te “ <> + nd ‘ 
recoverable against the mortgagor personally see Ha parte | pe ss yet ; a : ici a 7 ee # a +) - x ; arits ; a i , F seg 
Fewings, Re Sneyd (25 Ch. D. 338) In other words, they are a rah ‘ld nsider charity as the whole substance of the legacy, 
charge on the property, but not a debt of the mortagago Ep al vould provide a mode by which that legatee, 
S.J.) er tl writable legatees, should take. But for two matters 
= = ild have been directly in point Here Mary Whitehead 
is not a trustee or executor His lordship could not see he that 
“AS ES OF -_ H E WEE K 1 make a lifferenc« The mode of carrying a charitable bequest 
> ~ . | into eff lid depend on the selector being a trustee : Re Douglas 
| 35 Cl 1D. 473 er Cotton LJ at sy 185. and A.G. v. Syderfi 
Court of Appeal. 1 Vert 224 in old case approved by Lord Eldon in Voggridy 
Thacku The Court ujd make the selection the testator would 
Rv WILLIS. SHAW ». WILLIS. No. 1. 20th October. have mad mself, confining it to the class of charities mentioned by 
Wirz—Constrvucrion—-CHarity—CHARITABLE INSTITUTION TO BE | te testa There was a trust of the fund in the dand 
Sezecrepy py A wiTHIn Limitep Pertop—Deatu or A in Liretime | OF the executor trustee, although he might not be the person 
or TestaTrix—Generat CHARITIBLE INTENTION SHEWN—Scueme | 4ppointed to select the objects of the gift. The only other difference 
DIRECTED. is the limit of _ f poe ame from hae ~— 7 i * = 
y t) ‘ are ? ! ry 1 al She ‘ - y ‘ 4 ‘ ine ) 
A testatriz bequeathed her residue to such charitable institutions testatrix dic i , ve = ‘) it ho te It might fairly bs is eae 
might be selected by A within a certain limited period 1 pre-| that the testatrix. must have been aware of her death, but whether 
deceased the testatriz. | she did or not. did not matter It was said that Marv Whitehead was 


Held (reversing decision of Astbury, J that the gift did not fail 
as it manifested a general charitable intention which must be carried 
into effect by directing a scheme. The facts that the person to select 
the charities was not a trustee of the will and had to make the aclectior 
within a limited time could not take the case out of the general rule of 
law as stated by Lord Eidon in Moggridge v. Thackwell (7 Vee. 36€ 
and other cases. 


Appeal by the Treasury from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 64 
Sonicrrors Journat, 601, and 1920, 2 Ch. 358) upon’an originating 
summons to determine whether a residuary bequest failed, or whether 
by the application of the cy-prés doctrine or otherwise it was valid and 
could be carried into effect by the Court. The testatrix made her will 
in 1898, and thereby appointed an executor and trustee, and gave all 
her personal estate in England upon trust after payment thereout of 
funeral and testamentary expenses, and a legacy to pay the income to 
her sister for life, and after her death to raise and pay certain legacies, 
and she bequeathed the residue “‘ to such charitable institution or society 
in England, Russia or elsewhere as may be selected by my friend Mary 

i within three months from the time of the decease of my 
sister.’ She died abroad in 1917, both her sister and Mary Whitehead 
having predeceased her. Astbury, J., held thaf the discretion reposed 





+ person ove! hom the Court had no jurisdiction, and that the testa 
trix intended the gift. not to take effect unless Mary Whitehead made 
the selection within three months. ~ But there was no real distinction 
bet ween this case and the decided cases, where there was no time limit; 


There was a general charitable in-—- 


The 


vas impossil e to distinguish it 


tention manifested, with the mode of application left uncertain 
ppeal therefore would be allowed, and a scheme must be directed 
Warrincton and Youncer, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect COUNSFI fusfen-Cartmell and H. Danckwerta; Miellem. K.C 
and D). H. ¢ he PRudall Sonticirors, The 7 readasury Solicitor Francia 


{. Pudall 
[Reported by H. Lanaronp Lewis, Barrister at-Law.} 


JOHNSTONE v. MACONOCHIE AND OTHERS. No.2 22nd (October 





Local GOVERNMENT—HovstnG—ConveErsion or Dwerttrma-Hovse rto 
Frats—Fiats Unsvurraste ror Worktnc Crasses—Reernicriv: 
CoveNnants—Jcrispiction or County Court Jupce To Vary 





1919 (9 & 10 Gro 





Covenant—Hovstnc, Town Pianntne, &c.. Acr 


§, c. 35), s. 27 
The juriadiction conferred ona county court jud ge by a¢¢ fton 27 / 
the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919, to vary the terme of a 
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restrictive covenant in any lease upon the conversion of a private 
dwelling-house into flata is not limited to working-class dwellings 


reported 18 L. G. R. 435; 1920, W. N 


Decision of Divisional Court 
a1 thhrmed 


Appeal from an order of a Divisional Ceurt (Salter and Roche, JJ 


reve a judgment of the learned judge sitting at Marylebone County 
Court, whereby he dismissed, on the grounds that he had no jurisd 
tion ft nter » it al appli ution of Mr J Pe) Johnstone, ownet 
f the dwe use No. 4, Porchester-gate, Paddington, in the county 
of Middlesex inder section 27 f the Housing Town Planning, & 
Act, 1919, that the restrictive covenants specified in an indenture of con 

yance, dated 23rd July, 1890, affecting the said hereditament, might 
be varied so as to enable such hereditament to be converted into fou 
self N i 74 lass private residential maisonettes o7 flats Th 
judgmet is as follows I hold it section 27 does not authorize the 
Dreme pT I sin uc i tior looked at n connect 

th the ot r provisions of the Act must be construed as limited t 
ues 4 flectir the housi f e workin classes of questior 
iffecting pu huthorities or thetr duties Mr. Johnstone had pur 
hased the house, which had stood empty for three year for £5,000 
und he proposed to c@pvert it into four maisonettes or flats, one of 
vynhi ie would meself oc ip and prop sed to let the other three fo 
£350 or £400 a vea n all The 18 evidence tendered by the 
ppli unt hew that it would be difficult to let the house as @ single 
dwellir } se. | } if it re nverted into residential flats, these 
could ¢ y | et The Divi nal Court held that section 27 of the 
Act of 1919 wa t restricted to cases in which it was shewn that the 
house, if converted into severa tenements, could readily, be let for 

ipation by the working classes. Many of the provisions of the 

Act expressly mentioned the working classes, and those provisions, 1 
doubt, might be said to be restricted to that class But the languag: 
of section 27 was perfectly general, and entitled the owner of a lara 
mans the West End of London, who desired t onvert it int 
four ented flats, to apply to the county court judge to vary a 
restrictive e t. which, the ner apprehended, might prevent such 

nversior The adjoining owners appealed. Without hearing counse] 
for the respondent 

Bankes, L.J said that hi he re etted much to differ from the 
opinion of xperienced a 1 yurt judge in such a matter as 
the present he had come to the conclusion that the view of the 
Divisior Cou 4 right rhe Act of 1919, it must be remembered 
was passed at a time when the problem of housing accommodation was 
acute No ad t exclusion f any reference section 27 to the 
working la s trasted ith tts inclusion in other sections, was 
significant of a more limited application, but, in his opinion, could not 
limit the word f the enacti section The legislature must have 
beer full ire f th ot fsay Waldron 63 SoLicrTrors 
Journat, 49 vhich decided that alterations in the arrangement or 
appearance f a house in Birchin-p! Brompton, caused by carrying 
out the proposed conversion of a house into small flats, were a breact 
of the restrictive covenant In that case there was evidence that 
would depreciate the ilue of the surrounding property, and the pré 
posed conver 1 was not sanctioned In the present case the flats were 
hig) iss flats md there was no « lence that the conversion would 
in fa depreciate the selling value of the neighbouring houses The 
applicat f the provisions of section 27 might well be in a case like 
this, indirect for the benefit of the wking classes. It would lessen 
competition for housing accommodation, even though the house in ques 
tion would not be ifter conversi suitable for occupation by the 
working classes. He thought that the section must be construed as it 
stood. There was no ambiguity, and it ought not to be read as if the 
words “by persons of the working classes’’ were inserted after the 
words for occupation.” He thought the judgment of the Divisional 
Court was right 1 that the county court judge had jurisdiction. It 


followed that the case must be remitted to him to hear, and determine 
the application on its merits 

ScrutTtron and Atkin, L.JJ ive judgments to the like effect 
Order ordingly Counset for the appellants, B. / 1. O'Malley 
(Disturnal, K.C vith him f the respondents, /Iolman Gregory 


Turnbull 


K.C., Fod and RFR. W 
Pembertons 


Sotrcrrorns, F. J. Perks; Lee a 


Reported } 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re ASHTON. BALLARD vr. ASTON. 
9th and 30th Jaly. 


y Ensxine Retry, Barrister-at-I..w.] 





Sargant, J. 


Wroi—Constrrucrion—Assotvte Gier—Girr over on Deatu iF INSANE 
aT THAT Trme—VALIpITy—RepvuGNaNncy. 
Where an absolute gift to A is followed by a gift to B tf A dies 


insane. and A becomes unfit to manage her affairs after the date of the 
will of the testator but before his death, 

Held. on the death of the teatator. that the gift over was re pugnant 
and void, and that A was absolutely entitled, 

Holmes v. Godson (1856, 8D. M. &6 152) and Re Dixon (1903, 2 CA 
458), applied. 











This was an originating summons to determine whether a gift over, 


was valid or void as being repugnant. The testator, after giving certain 
pecuniary bequests, devised his residue to his sister, Clara A, Ashton, 
and continued as follows :—‘* Should my sister, Clara A. Ashton, at the 
time of her decease be mentally unfit to manage her own affairs, then 
it is my wil] and wish that all my real and personal property above 
mentioned shall be given, demised and bequeathed to my brother, E. T. 
Ashton.’’’ The testator died after making two codicils not material to 
be considered and otherwise confirming his will. At the date of the 
vill his sister wag in possession of all her faculties, but before his 
leath she became unable to manage her affairs. and a receiver of 
her property was appointed under the Lunacy Acts. She had made a 
vill while of sound mind . 

SaRGANT, J., after stating the facts and deciding on the construction 
of the will that the gift to E. T. Ashton was not a mere expression 
of a wish of the testator, but was intended to take effect as a gift 
over, said :—The second and the more serious contention is that the 
gift over is yepugnant to the absolute interest previously given. I 
have had many authorities cited to me, including Holmes v. Godson 
1856, 8 D. M. & G. 152), Shaw v. Ford (1887, 7 Ch. D. 669%, and 
Re‘ Dixon (1903, 2 Ch. 458). A gift by will which is absolute in the 
first instance may be modified by subsequent words cutting down or 
liverting the gift on any contingency that does not run counter to 
the general policy of the law. A gift over to take effect on the intes- 
tacy of the original donee would be invalid as providing a different 
devolution of the property on an intestacy to that presented by law. 
The gift over here is repugnant because it is a gift over on the death 
of the donee under such circumstances as would most probably though 
not certainly involve an intestacy. It clearly tends to contravene the 
aw, though it may not operate in every event. There must be a 
declaration that the defendant, Clara A. Ashton, is absolutely en- 
titled to the property in question.—Counser, H. 7’. Methold; Winter- 
hotham; P. M. Walters. Sotrrcrrors. Ruston, Clark. 4: Ruston, for 
Cepp &- Sons, Chelmsford : Official Solicttor. 


[Reported by Lzowarnp Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


RICHARDS v. DAVIES. l4th, 15th and 16th July. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—COVENANT NOT TO UNDER-LET—DIFFERENCE 
Between LetrinG THe GRAss-Kerp AND AGISTMENT. 


P. O. Lawrence, J. 


Agistment means the taking in by a farmer of another man's sheep 
or cattle, usually at so much per week per head, without binding 
himself to depasture them upon any particular field or fields, whereas 
the letting of grass-keep consists of a grant for a definite period, 
usually im consideration of a lump sum. of the growing qraas crop onda 
specifiel held or fields. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the letting of ‘ths 
whole of certain grass-keep by an agreement dated 12th July, 1916. 
The defendant became a yearly tenant to the plaintiff of a certain 
farm in Monmouthshire which contained with other land about 50 
acres of pasture. The tenancy was determinable on 29th September 
in any/ year following a 12 months’ notice. The agreement provided 
by Clause 14 that the tenant should not underlet or permit any 
other person to use or occupy any part of the buildings, lands or 
premises without the written consent of the landlord. In September, 
1918, the plaintiff gave the defendant notice to quit the farm on 
29th September, 1919, and the defendant in May, 1919, put an ad- 
vertisement in the local newspaper offering to let the whole of the 
grass-keep of the farm for the remainder of his tenancy. The plaintiff 
‘hereapon issued a writ against the defendant to restrain this letting, 
on the ground that it would be a breach of clause 14, and 
obtained from the court an injunction ex parte. When the motion 
came on to be heard the defendant gave an undertaking in the 
terms of clause 14. The defendant did not let the grass-keep, and 
on 29th September, 1919, he gave up possession. The actiop subse- 
quently came on for trial. The defendant alleged that the letting 
of grass-keep on a farm amounted to no more than an agistment of 
cattle thereon, and that, according to the custom of the country 
in that district, such an agistment was usually effected by the letting 
of the grass-keep, which was usually done in that part of the 
country by agricultural tenants in the last vear of their tenancy, and 
that he could have let it for a particular term, which he counterclaimed 
by way of damages. The plaintiff, on the other hand, contended 
that there was an essential distinction between the letting of grass- 
keep and agistment. The one involved the use or occupation by another 
person of the herbagium or vestura terra, while the other did not. 


P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said :—I hold that 
agistment consists of the taking in bv a farmer of another man’s 
sheep or cattle, usually at so much per week per head, without binding 
himself to depasture them on any particular fields or field. whereas the 
letting of grass-keep consists of a grant for a definite period, usually 
in consideration of a lump sum, of the growing grass crop on a 


specified field or fields; and on the true construction of clause 14 of 


this agreement, what the defendant intended to do would have been 
a breach of that claase, because the letting of grass-keep involves 
permitting the grantee to use and occupy a particglar field or fields. 
The plaintiff is accordingly iustified in bringing this action. —CounsrL. 
Owen Thompson, K.C., and G. H. Devonshire; Jenkins, K.C., and 
H. J. Mackay. Sottcrrors, Mead, Steele, & Co. ; Smythe & Brettell, 


[Reported by Lronamp Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 
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New Orders, &c. ‘ff APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eading EXPERTS 
Orders in Council. for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of aH grades of 
THE BEDFORDSHIRE COUNTY COURT MENTAL DEFECT. 


1. The District of the County Court of Bedfordshire held et Ampth The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


xcept the pamshes detached therefrom by Paragraph 2 hereof, sha 

ie oatelidused with the District of the County Court of Bedfordshir« is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 
held at Bedford; and from the Ist day of December, 1920, the holdi: of both sexes who need kind control and expert 
i the said Court at Ampthill shal! be discontinued, and all powers an: supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 
urisdictions theretofore exercisable thereby shal] thenceforth be exer and Manual! training. 


ised by the said Court at Bedford, andhe said Court held at Bedford 
trall be the Court for the District formed by the said consolidation, 

2. The parishes set out im the first. column to the Schedule to this 
Order hall 


Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of Bagland. 


l, save as to any cases pending upor e Slst day of Decem Admission on Inclusive Fees. If whole cost cannot be 





Ler, 1920, be detached from, and cease to form part of, the Dist by votes of Subscribers, with part-payment. Neo eompetitien, 
the said Court held at Ampthill, and shall be transferred to, and forn only a smal! definite number of vetes required. 
part of, the Districts set opposite to their names respectively in th , owments create permanent benefits. 
second column thereof. Legacies as End pe 
5. This Order shall come into operation on the Ist day of January ’ 

} . j t of Mr. H. HOWARD, nan, 14-16, Ludgate Mil, 
1921, amd shall be read with the County Courts Ihistricts Orde janie aa elephone: 62 city. 
OConcil, 1899. which shal! have effect as amended by this Order 





13th October. 


Sched Last day f bjections ¢ rs’ lists, 4th Februar 
First Colum: Second Colum: Last day for cla s, 10th February 
Parishe Last d Tor ms as absent erTs 4th February 
‘arishes Districts Last dav for notificati f desire by naval or military voter not to 
Hertfordehis ey} d ibsent ters st, 24th February 
Grravenhurst Hitchin P ation of | f objections to electors’ lists, 16th February 
Higham Gobion Hitch | Publication of list of claimants, 16th February 
Shillington Hitchis | Last day for objecting to claimants, 24th February 
, | Last day for claims by it voters, 24th February 
Bedfordshire | Publication of list of objections to claimants (as s is practicable 
Harlington Laitor iftel Ath Februar 
Tingrith. Lutor | Register comes into for 15th Apa 
Westoning Luton. [he necessat pi isio1 1 be made byw Order in Councils and a 
a ~ | furthes mmunication will shortly be addressed to the Registration 
4 + . . . ary oe " Office refs to the rox re f ! egistration f naval or 
THE MARRIAGE OF BRITISH SUBJECTS (FACTLITIES) ACT - o> and oh — > ti I itl t] ets a Pie 
Liitat 5 A y f matters 1 ! . i i é 
By Order in Council, dated 13th October, section 1 of the above A i 
is applied to New Zealand 
. General Housing Memorandum No. 37. 
Army Council Order, FIRE INSURANCE OF HOUSES INCLUDED IN LOCAL 
TIN { ORITIES ASSISTED HOUSING SCHEMES 
ARMS, AMMUNITION AND MILITARY EXPLOSIVES | SUSE 
The Army Council give notice thet the folk ng Orders, made : Mit _ a " a ne , “yo ‘lo hs rn eee 
pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the | 4" ‘Ga ~ Rae Me as yrs ; : +4 - : , . snolien 
Realm Regulations, are hereby cancelled as from the let day of N vem | ~— 1H ae, pana, — : a cgggllbon : — ' a ae wee) ined 
ber 1920: vith t enerai practice of the publ el ‘ no actus sura . 
: ! ' of at loss hich, if it arose, wo 
The Arms, Ammunition and Military Explosives Order, 1915 D jy | Should be dhe. Ps ' ul < “ ” uld 
24th September, 1915.) , la upon the Ex equer ln future, } et Ag) 7 - it gees aap any 
The Arms, Ammunition and Militers Explosives Notice, 1916 Dated | Assisted Housing Scheme 1 respect. of lich Exchequer subsidy is 
léth June, 1916.) 7 | pavable, no insurance should, bx flected against fire of any houses 
4 “ | +} me ay «Clon is the. emal he roper ) 
The Arms, Ammunition and Military Explosives (Amendment) Order, | ™¢!"ded im the schem Oe Oe en eee ee ty on 
1917. (Dated 4th September, 1917.) © | Local Auth rity, and no charge r fire insurance premiums must be 
The Amato] Notice, 1918. (Dated 12th February, 1918 | Made in the accounts of such an Assisted scheme except in the « ir ye 
Notice permitting persons to dea] in Detonators within Great Britain tances described in | iagraph (3) below In the event of a fire 


(Dated 1st October, 1918.) urring in any house or houses, for which in consequence of this 


All rmits in respect of Arms, Ammunition or Explosives issued | !'™S, 2° fire policy has been taken out the ipproved orgies making 
under Defence of the Realm Regulation 30A are cancelled as from the | 8° x] damage by fire would be admitt d as a charge ag per the Assisted 
lst day of November, 1920. ° Housing § heme The amount of su bh expenditure would be written 

2th October. Gazette. 26th October ff by means of a special annual Exchequer subsidy, payable for a 

number of years to be fixed by reference to the degr ind nature of 


| the damage 


Ministry of Health Order. ’ 2.) The procedure laid down in the foregoing paragraph is not 


REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE ACTS . applicable in the case of the Assisted Housing Scheme of any Local 
4 OTN 1 t JN 4 Y 4E, ACTS, 1918-1920 Authority the vearly deficit on whose Scheme does not, or is estimated 
SPRING REGISTER, 1921: REGIS’ RATION DATES. | not to. ex eed the produce of a penny rate As no Exchequer subsidy 
A circular issued to Registration Officers by the Ministry of Health | would be payable in such a case, the risk of loss by fire is one to be 
gives the following information as to the Spring Register, 1921 | bonne soleiy by the Lo Authority, who ild take steps to insure 
It is understood to be necessary, as on previous occasions, that a ' against the risk in the ordinary way In these cases the annual fire 
period of four months should be available for the preparation and print nsurance premiums will be property chargeable in the revenue account 
ing of the register; and the Minister has given consideration to tl f the Assisted Scheme 
question of the steps to be taken to secure this object. 3.) In all cases where, prior to the issue of this Memorandum, fire 
In view of the serious inconvenience of adopting different expedient nsurance policies have been taken out by a Local Authority in respect 
in the case of successive half-yearly registers, and having regard to the f houses in an Assisted Scheme, the payments of premiums already 
difficulty of postponing the publication of the Autumn register in ar ade will be admitted a harges in the Assisted Scheme Revenue 
year, it has appeared preferable on the present occasion to follow th: Account, but except in the cases referred to in paragraph (2) above, 
course hitherto adopted, in the case of Autumn registers, of altering t} h policies should not be renewed on their expiry 
qualifying period. 4.) It must be understood that the procedure set forth in paragraph 
It has accordingly been decided that the qualifying period for the 1) above is nfined to the case of houses forming part of the 
Spring Register, 1921, shall be the six months ending on the 15t) Assisted Scheme of L Authority, as defined in the Local 
December, 1920, and that the register shall come into force on the 15t! Authorities (Assisted Housing Schemes) Regulations, 1919. It does not 
April, 1921. pply to Assisted Schemes of a County Council for the housing of 
The complete registration dates will be as follows :— employees, where the Exchequer subsidy is limited to a fixed proportion 


f the annual loan charges on the original capital expenditure involved 
in the scheme, 


End of qualifying period, 15th December. 
Publication of electors’ lists, 17th January 











we 
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ey 4 abd) 
Ministry of Food Orders. 
ORDER AMENDING THE BUTTER ORDER, 1920 
The Food Controller herebv orders that the Butter Order, 192 as 
amended [S.R. & O., 1920, Nos. 117, 222. 943 and 1399) (hereinafter 


called the Prin« ipal Or« le r) shall continue in force as hereby amended: 


1. (a) In sub-clause of Clause 3 (a) of the Principal Order, the 
words 3s, Obd. pe b.”"’ shall be substituted for the word 2s. 9d 
per Jb.’ 

(6) In sub-clause (ii) of Clause 3 (a) of the Prine ipal Order. the words 
‘ Se per |b shall be substituted for the words ‘‘ 2s. 84d. per bb.’’ 


) In Clause 5 (a) of the Principal Order, the words ‘‘ 3s, 4d per |b.”’ 
shall be substituted for the words “ 3s. pet 


27th September 


REVOCATION OF DIRECTIONS RELATING TO 
FLOUR UNDER THE MANUFACTURE OF 
BREAD ORDER, 1918 


In exercise of the powers conterred upon him by the Ministry of Food 


Comtinuance) Act, 1920, and of a ther powers enabling | - in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hers by rev ykes ag on the 17th October, 1920 
the Directions relating to Imported Flour, dated 28th May, 1920 [S.R . 
O., 1920, No. 789), issued under the Manufacture of Flour and Bread 
Order, 1918. but withou prejudice to any proces lings in respect of any 
contravention thereof ; 


8th Octohe 


IMPORTED 
FLOUR AND 


THE FLOUR AND BREAD (PRIOBS; ORDER 42 
Notice i Pevocation of Du fion 

In exercise’ of the powers conferred upon him by the Ministry of 
Food (Cont nuance Act, 1920. and of a othe 
that, behalf, the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 17th October, 
1920, the Directions issued under the ewe Order, dated 24th August, 
1920 SR. & O > 1920. No 1515), but without prejudice to iny y proceed 
ings in respect of any contravention thereof 

13th Actober 


r powers en vblir g him in 


reot 


THE FOOD HOARDING (EMERGENCY AMENDMENT) ORDER 
1920. 

1. A person shall not after the 17th October, 1920, acquire any article 
of food so that the quantity of such article in his possesston or under 
his control at any one time exceeds the quantity required for ordinary 
use and consumption in his household or establishment during a period 
of seven day and Clause 1 (a) of the Food Hoarding Order, 1917 
(hereinafter called the Principal Order) [S.R. & O., 1917, No. 317 and 
1918, No. 489). shal! be modified accordingly 

2. Infringements of this Order are summary offences under the 
Ministry of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920 

3. This Order may be cited as the Food Hoarding (Emiergency 
Amendment) Order, 1920, and shall be read as one with the Principal 
Order, and shall come into force on the 17th October, 1920 

16th October 





Societies. 
The Law Society. 


SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION 


The following paper was read by Mr. John L. Williams, of Liver 
pool, at the recent provincial meeting of the Law Society 

There is an interesting article in the Law Quarterly Review for 
January, 1892, a repetition of a paper read by Mr. V. J Chamberlain 
at a provincial meeting in the previous autumn on the ear] y history 
of the Incorporated Law Society. It deals with the history “Of! ‘ The 
Society of Gentleman Practisers in the Courts of Law and Equity, 
the predecessors of the Law Society. Amongst other things, it contains 
a narrative of the successful efforts of this Soc iety to improve the then 
standard of professional remuneration on the ground that the fees 
= to attorneys and solicitors were founded on custom and usage estab- 

hed upwards of a century before, when the value of money was such 
as rendered the allowance adequate for its purpose, but that the per 
sonal and particular burdens laid on the practisers during the last few 
years amd other causes which occasioned a decrease of their capital 
rendered an increase of their fees absolutely necessary. Their efforts 
were successful, and in February, 1807, in the midst of the Napoleonic 
War, an Order of the Court of Chancery was obtained, and the con- 
veyancing fees then settled remained unaltered until the Remuneration 
Order of 1882. I believe, in fact, this was the ‘‘ old system " which, 


except as altered by Schedule 2 of the Remuneration Order of 1882, 
still governs our charges. It would seem, therefore, that as regards 
non-contentious matters, solicitors’ charges were altered in 19807, in 
1882, and have remained unaltered since, except for the increases 
It is not my intention to waste any 


granted since the outbreak of war 
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time in stating the necessity for a substantial improvement in soli- 
citors’ remuneration. Office expenses and the cost of living had in- 
creased prior to the war, and the present position is well known to us 
all. Members of all professions owe a duty to themselves and their 
successors to see that they receive fair remuneration for their work. 
It is, however, little use complaining or merely passing Msolutions 
asking the Council of the Society to secure increases in remuneration. 
It behoves all of us sympathetically to explore all methods by which 
relief can possibly be obtained. 

I submit that no adequate and satisfactory increase in remuneration 
can be secured by merely adding percentage increases to the present 
item charges. We are simply perpetuating a bad system. However 
large an increase were sanctioned, it would be impossible, owing to the 
varying nature and importance of a solicitor’s work, to secure the 
increase in many case We require a new system. Efforts have been 
made from time to time during recent years to secure a better system 
than the present one, and it will perhaps be acceptable if I very shortly 
state what has taken place. The then President of the Law Society, 
Mr. Charles’ L, Samson, in his presidential address at Cardiff in 1913, 
dealt with a number of matters affecting the position and prospects 
of the profession, including the then mode of preparing bills of costs 
He urged the view that it would be more convenient to the solicitor 
and more satisfactory to the client if the system of charging a single 
fee for an entire transaction could be introduced. He further advo- 
cated the extension of the powers of contracting with clients:in matters 
involving litigation 

These questions were subsequently considered by the Counci! of the 
Law Society, and dealt with in the annual report for the year 1913, 
llows As regards the mode of making out bills of costs, the 
Council reported that they had taken the opinion of Sir Robert Finlay 
und Mr. John D. Crawford, who advised that a solicitor’s bill in order 
to meet the requirements of the Solicitors Act, 1843, must shew the 
fees, charges and disbursements which the solicitor is asking the client 
to pay, and that, apart from section 4 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, and 
section 8 of the Remuneration Act of 1881, there is no valid payment 
of a bill unless sugh a proper bill has been delivered, and that if there 
has been no waiver by the client, he is not precluded by payment from 
opening the bill Counsel, however, further advised that there was 
no reason in principle why a client should not, if he has full knowledge 
of the work which has been done, and if there has been no unfair 
dealing, be able to waive the delivery of the bill, and he settled a clause 
which might be added to a bill. Counsel considered that if such clause 
were brought to the client’s notice he would not be entitled subse- 
quently to re-open thc ‘bill if the charges were fair and reasonable, and 
if there had been no fraud, pressure or injustice. The report goes 
on to state that in the circumstances the Council were of opinion that 
the practice of delivery as between solicitor and client of a lump sum 
bill without priced details and items was a growing and convenient 
practice, and should be facilitated by allowing a solicitor in the event 
of taxation to supplement the bill by a statement of the nature and 
amount of the business done, shewing the skill, labour and respon- 
sibility involved, but that this could not be effected without legislation, 
and that they were not prepared to apply to Parliament for the purpose. 
The report further, states that the question as to the desirability and 
feasibility of contracting with clients in matters involving litigation was 
one which had been receiving long consideration, and counsel’s opinion 
had, in view of the seriousness of the various questions involved, been 
taken upon it also. The Council were deferring a considered report 
until after an opportunity had been afforded them of conferring with 
the provincial representatives of the Society. I believe that owing to 
the war no such report has been made 

In the summer of 1917 the Liverpool Society spent a considerable 
amount of time in considering the general question of professional re- 
muneration, and a lengthy report was prepared and adopted by the 
committee. The scheme may shortly be summarized as follows :— 

(1) That the principle of remuneration by ad valorem scale should be 
extended 
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(2) A system of discretionary charges within certain fixed limits for 
various classes of business- should be established. 

(3) A system of making a reasonable discretionary charge 
other business coming within the scope of the Remuneration Act should 
be legalized. 
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| the new principles which were-desired. I understand that a great 
| effort made of the members of the remunerati 
authority held in the month of June last to procure an Order of tl 
kind desired, but that the high judi¢ial authorities forming the major 
ity of the committee took the view that it would not be right for them 


was at a meeting 


< 


This report was brought before the Associated Provincial Law Soci to introduce by an Order what they termed a revolution in the 1 
ties, and at a meeting held on 26th October, 1917, its general principles | muneration of solicitors, and suggested that the limited Order whi 
were approved, and this Society was asked to join in appointing a | they offered should be accepted, and the Lord Chancellor stated t! 
committee to further consider the matter. This joint committee was | if after twelve months perience the Society should still desir: 
appointed, and adopted part only of the scheme, viz., the,third part, | extend the Order, he would consider with the utmost sympathy th 
that of legalizing a discretionary charge in non-contentious business desirabilit f introducis I umend the Solicitors’ Remunera 
It will be seen that the recommendations in the Liverpool report only Act, 1881 
: deal with business coming within the scope of the Remuneration Act, 1 have 1 ish to minimize any way the efforts which have beet 
sas 1881. Such business is defined by section 2 of the Act, which em luring t st few ws to improve our remuneration I 
powers the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of | realize fu the inherent difficulties of the matter, and I appreciat 
the Rolls, the President of the Law Society, and the President of one | the efforts made and such success as has been achieved. The results 
Provincial Law Society, or any three of them, the Lord Chancellor ined are :— 
being one, to make a general Order prescribing and regulating the l. Litigious wor increa f 354 per cent. over the e- war standard 
oe remuneration of solicitors in respect of business connected with sales, 2. Non-litigious vork other than that included in the first Schedule 
purchases, leases, mortgages, settlements and other matters of con- | to the 1662 Order—35J per it er the pre-war standard 
veyancing, and in respect of other business not being business in any 5. L zatio f debit note bills as usually rendered subject to 
soli action or transacted in any court or in any chambers of any judge o their rrectly representing the total of a properly charged item bi 
id in master, and not being otherwise contentious business, and that any I think oO hat we w ill agree that the results obtained ar 
to us such Order might be revoked or altered. Practically the whole wo juite insufh eet the legitimate demands of our profession 
their of solicitors, except actual litigation, is covered by the above definitio: Che principle of Schedule 2, viz., remuneration according to prolixity 
work. It includes the great bulk of probate, arbitration, company and com ind not in accordance with the principles which should govern t) 
itions mercial work. Section 4 provides that any general Order under the | matter, remains. | submit that we can never get adequate remuner ; 
ition. Act may, as regards the mode of remuneration, prescribe that it shal intil new principles are roduced 
hich be according to a scale of rates of commission or percentage, varying | What can be do Personally I regret that the joint comn 
or not in different classes of business, or by a gross sum, or by a fixed | did not decide to present the Liverpool scheme as a whole to the 
ation sum, for each document prepared or perused, without regard to length | authority I beheve that if a large number of matters had been 
esent or in any other mode, or partly in one mode and partly in another, or covered by scale charges the difficulty gf securing the legalizati " 
vever others, and may, as regards the amount of the remuneration, regulate | !ump sum charge on the principles asked for would have been less. It 
o the the same with reference to all or any of the following among other con seems ne that the position is such that only a ne tem 
the siderations, hame ly The position of the part for whom the solicitor in I de ad quate 1 et and it the proper system wher ip} 
been is concerned in any business—that is, whether as vendor or as pur le is the one which is familiar in the case of other professions, and 
stem chaser, lessor or lessee, mortgagor or mortwagee, and the like The venerally a eptab lients, namely, a charge varying wit he 
ortly piace, district or circumstances at or in which the business or part ilue involved in each transaction Obviously solicit rs would have 
iety. thereof is transacted. The amount of the capital money or of the rent | to take the good with the bad, and in many cases the remuneration 
1913, to which the business relates. The skill, labour and responsibility ould prove to be inadequate, but upon the whole I-think no doubt 
nects _ involved therein on the part of the solicitor. The number and im- | can be entertained that 1 esults would be advantageous apart from 
osts portance of the documents prepared or perused without regard to | he tac that much df the time and trouble involved in the present 
citor Jength. The average or ordinary remuneration obtained by solicitors | uld be a leg The Schedule to the Liverpool Report 
ingle in like business at the passing of the Act : lies f f a scheme, and time does not n 
dvo- rhis section of the Act appears to be of the highest importance. It er n s leta Shortly four sets of scales wer 
tters seems clearly to authorize solicitors’ remuneration being paid on very | prescribed Scale A ip to £1,000, and a diminishing 
different principles to those contained in the well-known Schedule 2 of | percen t ild apply t i) conveyan 
the the general Order. Attention may be called to the wide and varying | tral sfers of land tea rt 1 of Schedule 1 to the existing 
913, circumstances which may be taken into consideration in the regulation | order > ettlement ertain assignments of persona't i 
the of the remuneration. The above section of the Act seems clearly to ortgages not included in part 1 of Schedult 1] Scale B.—deals wit! 
nlay authorize such alteration to the existing remuneration Order as would | bonds, re evances, transfe mortgage, assignments of book deb 
rder introduce in respect of other matters the operation of scales similar to ip} tinents remen trustees contract ip works the 
the those contained as regards certain matters in Schedule 1 of the existing emuneration being a varying proportion of Scale A. charges Soule 
‘ient Order. As regards the second resolution, viz., fixed charges fo? certai: ‘ ite probate and administration of estates lucha t 
and matters, the scheme suggests that there might be discretionary charges | distribution of trust estates, and the Scale is 1 per cent. up to £5,000 
nent within certain limits for certain business where the application of a 1 a diminishing percentage bevond such sun 4. Scale D relates 
here scale charge is undesirable or impracticable. It was thought that such | t ompanies. In the case of a company which actually issues a 
rom a system would save the solicitor a good deal of trouble, and would | prospectus, the suggested fee is 4 per cent. on the nominal capita d 
was protect the client by establishing a fixed maxunum fee J he s heduls the case of Ail other mpanies | per ce nt. up to £2.000 and a smal!l'!« 
dge to the report gives several examples of matters which might thus be percentage beyond The perbentage charge made applicable 
fate remunerated by a fixed charge. The scheme then goes on to advocat« lebenture trust deeds and debentures 
use a system of allowing solicitors to make a reasonable discretionary A new scale of miscellaneous charges is pre ibed containing some 
use charge in respect of non-contentious matters not coming within the | amendments to the scale as laid down by the existing Scheduls 
= scope of any ad valorem scale. It was thought that the difficulties in. | Another part of the Schedule relates to discretionary charges a 
and volved in the preparation of a detailed scheme of scale charges should | follows: In respect of all matters not hereby otherwise provided for 
0088 be faced, but it was appreciated that if the principle was approved | the solicitor is to be entitled to charge his client a reasonable feé 
hat material alterations would not improbably be introduced, and it was alculated in accordance with the following considerations taken from 
um therefore not thought necessary or desirable to prepare more than an | the actual working of the Remuneration Act 
ent outline of a décheme nor to elaborate the rules which would accompany 1. Place, distri ind circumstances at or i vhich the business on 
ent it. I will at the conclusion of this paper give some examples of the art thereof is transacted 
ind Suggested scales | 2. The amount of the ipital money to which the business relates 
on- . It will thus be seen that the scheme, as proposed by the Liverpoo] 3. The skill, labour ar d responsibility to be involved therein on the 
on, Society and adopted by the Associated Provincial Law Societies, was for | part of the solicitors { 
se. an application to be made to the remuneration authority asking for a 4. The number and importance of the documents prepared or perused 
ind hew Order under the Remuneration Act, legalizing : vithout regard to length 
vas 1. A substantial extension of the system-of scale charges Rules are contained in the Schedule providing for minimum fees, a 
ion 2. Fixed charges within certain discretionary limits for certaif | additional percentage in mplicated transactions, prescribing how 
en matters. value is to be estimated, and providing that in the case of an uncom 
ort 3. A disc retionary charge in matters not coming within the scope of pleted matter a reasonable proportion of the scale charge should be 
ith the existing or new scales. payable. It was also proposed that a solicitor should be able, befor: 
to The joint committee, however, only adopted the last part of the | undertaking any business, to elect that his remuneration shal! he 
scheme, namely, the legalization of a discretionary charge. The Council according to the present system The above scales were fixed iz 
ble did all they possibly could to press forward an application for a new 1917, and it may be that they are already out of date as regards amount 
a, or amended Order to this effect, but owing to various causes it proved | They seem trifling when compared with the charges of other professional 
he impossible to secure any results until early this year. The new Order men. such as architects, accountants, valuers, auctioneers and estate 
which has recently been passed legalizing lump sums bills was 4 wents. They are ridiculous as compared with eommercia) scales of 





offered. It was urged upon the authority that the effect of this Order 
was merely to legalize the delivery of a bill provided the amount claimed 
did in fact correctly represent the arithmetic of the details of which it 
Was composed, prepared in the old manner, and it did not introduce 
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with on their merits. I cannot personally follow the argument that S li ! ’ F d 
it is useless to prescribe a scale asitte it can be compulsorily enforced O icitor Ss raud. 
on all solivitors. Surely it is better to have a standard which wil! At the Central Criminal Court on the 20th inst.. before Mr. J 
gadequately govern most transactions at any rate rather than to have MeCardie Wil ho Owen’ Degen oetyane saticihen pleaded ‘Guilty = 
a ; podbccaron Ay ail Ee ST Re SR aT oe »a charge of obtaining in 1914 and 1915 £50, £150 and £100 by jabse 
: . pretences, and obtaining credit by fraud. He was sentenced to twelye 
remuneravior nous pointing on he grave inadequacy at meen, nombhs’ imprisonment with hard labour. 
y BB wt £7 he pe 4 + rw ; ay Soe - .~ geo a T Mr F. S. Laskey, for the Director of Public Prosecutions, said the 
charge for negotiating @ sale for £10,000 is £65, just over 4 per cer lefendant was adjudicated bankrupt in August, 1915. In May, 1916 
, Ke . are : joined the Army, and his public examination was adjourned sine die, 
and for ne iting a mortgage of eu umount under 4 per cent., and Ww hen he was demobilised in 1919 his pubiic examination was held, and 
the I ws olved in » purcnas or mortgage Tor suc — ns he insactions to which the charge related were disclosed 
£70, less than 15s. per cent \t higher values the position is Ss po Wid, K.C., for the defendant, said that he made the 
respondingly worse ; ; mistake of trying to start as a solicitor in London and Liverpool of 
I should like very shortly t dea vith the question of the way 4 :pital of £150 His practice proved unprofitable One of his clerial 
some improvement upon the geveral lines I have indicated might be gned a guarantee for a client, and.as the principal could not pay the 
introduced in litigious matters defendant was held liable under the guarantee and had to pay 0560. 
Up» u is of seventy years former Lord ( ancell Lord Mr. Laskey said he was asked to mention that Mr. William Owen 
Cam pbel wine vritn of Lord Chancellor Ki said Wher Jones, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Bentley & Jones, Lincoln 
ve censure those who have gone before us for imefficier law retort Inn Fields, who had been caused a great deal of annoyance by unthink- 
we should recollect that we ourselves © never & ed the problem g persons confusing him with the defendant, had no connection what- 
of recompensin professional jabou thout the test of the lengt! er with the case 
of law pro eedings und that i t is d f i attempts t 
check prolixity will be vain In Mast King’s preface to his bool 1% 
on ** Costs on the High Court Scale the folldwing appears Costs 
are a peculiar British institutior No other country pays its lawvers 
ans b pomiiianty Britten ieeiitation. Ne ether cstuicy pee ite Raye Divorce Court Perjury. 
extraordina peapehaapaoe mt ent betwee ne m leuting the hearing of a case at the Central Criminal Court on the 
think and the men who talk, between the men whom su rs see and §=92nd inet., ays Times, Mr. Justice McCardie remarked that much 
the men to whom judge a Ni s this disti on te « id been ga - with regard to perjury in the Divorce Court. The great 
peculiar wy r mode of legal remu oe: { der it, from variou bédy of perj which pment edly was committed in that Court related 
causes, but principally from @ inordinate application of the maxi » the stion as to whether or not immoral relations had taken place. 
Via trit tuta reiton ely dependent for their chy The man denied it and the woman denied it. He was surprised, if 
upon allowances which are framed ~ the paradoxical principh prosecutions for perjury were to be begun in order to stamp out the 
paying them for tl 8 they ‘don't do by way of compensation f evil, that some case, not of a sensational, but of a normal, character, 
not paying them for things they must do vas not selected in which perjury had been committed on the precise 
Order 65, 1 oO, provi les _bna ; _ bint ud — juestion he had mentioned > a 
award costs my party the order may direct payment of a sum The case in which the observations were made by his. lordship was 
in lieu of taxed costs. 1 suggest that it would be advantageous ne in which a man was charged with committing perjury in the Divorce* 
allow a solicitor the ontion of subn i t he taxu master Court. m stating the address at which he was living in answer to the 
statement accompanied by the pers 1e action, and allowing the ormal question put by counsel 
taxing master to assess the amount of the Bill. A slight amendment Mr. Justice McCardie said that one knew from experience that counsel 
of, or addition to, the rule to which T have referred would seem to jn the Divorce Court put the formal questions to a witness with such 
be sufficient to authorize suc! i's rapidity that the witness replied ‘* Yes ’* without fully appreciating 
I wish to be practical and specific in my suggestions. I appreciate | the real materiality of the question. He hoped that if prosecutions were 
that the Council have done all they can to secure the legalization of | to take place on such matters it would be recognised by counsel in she 
discretionar ump sum harges, and that further efforts in this | Divorce Court that they should ask each question of the witness cleagly, 
direction alone must wait for the expiration of the year suggested by separately and distinctly, and let there be no doubt about the question 
the Lord Chancellor he need, however, is gent, and I do, there- | and the anewer . 
fore, suggest that the Council be asked.to consider at once the practica The Common Serjeant, during the hearing of a charge of bigamy, also 
bility of an extension of the system of remuneration by ad valorem | referred to the matter of perjury in the Divorce Court. The case before 
scale under the provi ns of the Rem ration A and the revisior him was good evidence, he said, of the kind of collusion which was 
of the existing scales sanctioned by Schedule 1 of the 1882 Order, and | going on every day in connectior with that Court. That was why thev 
in view of the urgen of the quest if deal with it without dela had 2,000 undefended cases before the Court and the King’s Proctor 
ntervened in twenty-one cases pn a day 


Professional Classes War Relief Council 
(Incorporated). 


Lord Pt more presided recently at a conference represemtatives 
of professional institutions and benevolent fu ls and other bodies in 
touch with the professional classes 

It was reported that the Professional Classes War Relief Council had 


decided upon @ soheme of recone! ruc ow in order to become a perma 
nem be dy for dealing with post-war distress among professional men 
and women and others of the more highly educated classes 

The conference warmly supported this action om their part, and a 
resohution, moved iby the Rev. Canon Deane, Chairman of the I 
po mated Sox iety of Authors. Playwrights and Composers, and seconded 
by Mr. E. W. Monkhouse, M.A., M.1C.E., M.LE.E., was adopted 
urging @ll ‘bodies im touch with the professional classes t ‘ rniee th 
Council and to avail themeelves of its « ices whe kely to be of use 

Among those present were Major Leonard Darwir Sc.D Sir 
Maurice Cameron, CJM.G., Mr. K. L. Woollecombe, Sir Reginald 
Acland, K.C Lady Chambers, Miss P! ippa Sira } ey Vr \ \ 
Somerville, Mr. Percy Tubbs, Lieut.-Colonel E. F, Ward, D.S.O, 

Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, om the 2ist inst... Mr. A 
Copsen Peake in the chair, the other directors present being Messrs 
T. S. Curtis, W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, E. F. Knapp-Fisher, R. W 


Poole and M. A. Tweedie 

Nine hundred and sixty pounds was distributed in relief 
cases, thirty-eight new members were admitted and other 
ness was transacted, 


of deserving 
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, [Increase of M.P.’s Salaries. 
Melbourne, dated 27th 


The 7'imes correspondent, from 
2) ‘tober, AVS: 


The New South Wales Government has appointed an industrial judge 


In @ message 


Mr. Justice Edmunds, to inquire whether members of the State Parlia 
ment are entitled to an imecrease of salary. Their remuneration is now 
£500 a year, and the Governme has been pressed iucrease the 
amount to £750. 

In view of the public uproar over the action of the members of the 


salaries from £600 
ment hesitated, and after six months’ 
State Chief Justice to get one of the 
The Chief Justice refused on 


Federal Par fhe in suddenly advancing their own 
to £1,000 a year, the State 
consideration decided to ask the 
puisne judges to conduct an investigation. 


Govern 


the ground that this would bring judges into direct association with 
politics. Mr. Storey, the Premier, then demanded to know by what 
right the Ohief Justice declined, and himself officially approached the 


judges individually, but they refused to act 
Mr. Edmunds, who has cotisented, belongs to the Industria] 
tion, and is not. a member of the Supreme Bench. The M.P 
x hopefully to him 
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In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Bonar Law, Lord 
Privy Seal, answering Lieutenant-Colonel A. Murray, said :—The 
Termination of the War (Definition) Act, 1918, provides that the 
date of the termination ofthe war shall be as nearly as possible the 
date of the deposit of ratifications of the last Treaty of Peace. There 
will be no unnecessary delay in the ratification of the Turkish and 


Hungarian treaties, which are the last two outstanding treaties to be 
ratified, 


were 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical ordet 
were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on 6th and 7th 


October, 1920: 


Armstrong, William Robert 
Arison, Charles Eric 
Bancroft, Leonard Guy 
Bonniface, Bertram Harry 
Breakell, Sidney Clayton 
Bullen, Tempest Carey 





Oglethorpe (re firey 

Onions, Hubert Edward Firmstone 
Owen. William Pryce 

Pain, Regmald Ernest 

Palser, Clement Henry Ford 


Paynter, William Bernard Cam 


andier, Charles Arthw borne 
Phesworth, John Henry Pearson, Harry Garfield 
Mooper, Alfred Frederick Piesse, Francis Clement Rope 


Pitts, Stanley Edward 


Pott, Harold 


Cornford, John Edwin 
Dale, Raynard William 


Debenham, Horace Corner Pumfrey, Raymond Henry 
Dann, George Gilhespy tichmond, Anthony Walte: 
Eckford, Thomas John Ricketts, William Henry 


Rigden, Kenneth Ceorge 


Ellatt, John 


Everett, Howard Miller Robinson, Beverley 
Farwell, Mervyn Rudram, Ernest Schilles 
Fowler, John Thomas Francis Searle, Charles Bartlett 


Shearme, Maurice Holberton 
Sheehan, Maurice 

Shepperd, Harold Easton 
Shipley, Valentine Heber 
Silson, Arthur 

Simmons, Donald Lawry 
Smith, Frederick James 

Smith, William James Lockhart 
Stevens, Fréderick George 
Stubbs, Aymere Albert Fletcher 


Godfrey, Robert Alfred George 
Green, Ernest 

Groves, Sydney 

Halsall, Herbert: Russel 

Hart, Percival Henry 

Hayward, Percy George 
Hazard, Charles Gower 

Hill, Edmund 

Howells, Frank Basi 


Hugh-Jones, (Graeme Sisson 


PHuxley, Arthur George Toyne, Wystan Butler 
Wackson, Edward Donaldson Urmston, Edward Arthur Braba 
Weffrey, Hugh zon 
pies, Theodore Eayrs Bangor Waldron, Arthur Deane 
Keil, James Richard McLean Walters, Albert John 


Whetham, Wi Tomlinson 
Williams, John 

Willox, James Simpson 
Witham, Philip Ernest 
Wood, Arthur Wiliam 
Woodthorpe, William Vincent 
Wright, Walter 


mpton, Percy William iam 
Lebern, Edwin Harold 

wis, Winifred 

jas, Frederick William 
Lipton, Harry 

Wills, James ‘ 
Moon, Richard Lovering 
Morris, Herbert 


No. of candidates, 133; passed, 79 
By order of the Council, E. R. Cook, Seeretary 
Law Society's . Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2 


22nd October, 1920 





The fourth term will commence on Thursday next, the 4th November 
on which and the following day the Principal will be in his room for 
the purpose of seeing students who desire to consult him as to thetr 
Courses of study. Lectures and classes will commence on the following 
Monday (the 8th). The subjects to be dealt with will for Final 
Mudents :—(i) Torts and Personal Property (Di _ Burgin), (ii) Practice 
of Conveyancing (Mr. Formoy), and (iii) Practice in the K.B.D. (Dr 


be, 


Burgin); and, for Intermediate students (i) Things Real (the 
Principal), (ii) Things Personal and Rights in Private Relations (Mr 
Danckwerts), (iii) Law of Crimes (Mr. McNair). and (iv) Trust 


Accounts (Mr. Dicksee). A Revision Class for Final 

w of Contract will be taken by Mr. McNair, and classes will be taken 

ine Principal in Jurisprudence (for the Intermediate LL.B.) and 
Introduction to Stephen’s Commentaries (for students enrolled 

under the Exemption Order) 

Students wishing to enrol under the Exentption Order should « 

mnicate with the Principal without delay 

Copies of the prospectus and time-table can be obtained on application 


ym 


D the Sox iety’s office 

The general meeting of members of the Students’ Rooms will be held 
im the Students’ Common Room, on Monday, 8th November, at 6 p.m 

mmmediately after the first lecture of the term. The report ‘of the 
mittee for 1919-20 will be presented to the meeting, and the 

presentatives of solicitor and articled clerk members elected for the | 

mg year. The Vice-President of tha Society has kindly promised | 

Db take the chair. Only members of the Rooms have votes, but all 


rticled clerks are welcome 


Law Srupents Depatinc Sociery.—At a meeting of the society. held 
; ‘That the case 
Godman vy. Godman (1920, P. 261) was wrongly decided.”’ Mr. 
E. Peppiatt opened in the affirmative. Mr. A. E. Johnson seconded 
the a irmative. Mr. C. W. Bower opened in the negative. Mr 
» 8. Pain seconded in the negative. The following members als} 


students in the | 


“ the Law Society’s Hall on Tuesday, 26th October, 1920 (chairman, | 
t. Raymond Oliver), the subject for debate was : 

















spoke :—Messrs. W. S. Jones, W. M. Pleadwell, and Phineas Quass. 
The opener having replied, the motion was carried by one vote. There 
were sixteen members present 
Obituary. 
Sir Cornelius Dalton. 
1 i ton Tuesday, at 57, Belsize avenue, as the resul 
he i Sir ConNevivs Neate Davrox, K.C.M.G., C.B., 
D.C. ate Comptroller-General of Patents, aged seventy eight. 

Sir Cornelius Neale Dalton was the third son of the late Rev. John 
Neale De n. a relative of D John Mason ea le who was one ol the 
principa wers of the High Church movement in the middle of the 
last century He went to school with his brother, Canon Dalton, of 
Windsor, at Blackheath, and thence to Trinity, Cambridge, of which 

ege he was a scholar After graduating with a Second Class im 

issical honours, he was cabled to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1871. 


He was appointed coach the late Lord Colm Campbell and in 1873 
he ente i Ci Servi He was appointed an assistant secretary 
to the Local Government Board in 1882, and served on several Royal 
Commis His principal work, however, was done at the Patent 
Office f which he was the Comptroller-Cienera om 1897 to 1909 
When, in 1901, the Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
inquire into the working of the Patent Acts reported in favour of an 
examination for novelty, within certai: mits, being undertaken by th: 
fice, Sir C, N. Dalton laid down the lin n which the examimation 
has since been nducted, and he recommeded and carried out an im 
portar scheme of reorTga nN! Za t to enable we staff to ciecharge thet 
new duties. Between 19897 d 1909 the staff increased from 282 to 6635 
He was the British delegate to the International Conference in Bruasels 
for +t} protection ff indue " property rw 1897 and 1900 

In his « y devs Sir C. N. Dalt was a frequent contributor to the 
Saturday BR ew, and .wrot “ve | } including: ‘*‘ Poems of a 
Cambridge Graduate ’’ and some trans m the Greek dramatists 
After } retirement from the Ci Ser « he again did a@ little writing 
ind 1911 he published The Re Captain Kidd,’ which he 
shewed that the memory of that proverbial filibuster had been quite 
induly aspersed. He was an a member of the Drypers’ Company 
f which he became master in due cours ind he was also an energetic 
chairman and treasurer ‘of the ¢ ‘ ing body of the East London 
Colleg nd People’s Palace. He w« g the C.B. in 18% and was 
made a K.CL\MAG 1908 

the ‘ate Freder k Gaskell 


He married, in 1873, Margaret, dauchte: 
Par 


f Chelsea. by whom he had fou 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Paoms No.: PARK ONE (40 Linzs), TeLeonaus; “WHITELEY LONDON.” 
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Legal News. 


A pe gescasenpe 


Lord Methue Constable of the Tower, ! aj pointed Major FRANCIS 
Danrorp Tuomas as goroner for the Liberty “of the Tower in succession 
» the late Mr. Wynne E. Baxter "he addition to holding inquesis, the 
butees include attendance at the hist ceremoni®s of the beating of 
wrunds and swearing-in of the Chief Constabk Major Danford 

[ hore : airy er and depu y « ‘ ‘ the Oitvy and Southwark 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution, 


Exunest Reap Coorrr and Lenny Sererimus HARRISSON, solicitors 
yoper & Harrisson), Southwold, Suaffoll Nov. 9, 1919 
Gazette, Oct. 22 


Business Changes 
M Joun B. P HASE and Mr. Frank Purcnase, of 14, Regs 
Ss \W “ taken Mr. Henry Clark. who has been with them 
Wee yea ito partnership as fron th May last, and in future 


cre « he firm Ww be John B. & I Purchase & U 


Information Required. 
REQUIRED, solicitors of Me lle. Sousanne tohr, who died February 


320 tecent addresse 3, Sloane-terrace, London, 8.W.; 5, also 41 
Lower Belgrave-street, S.W.; 180, Buckingham Palace-road, S.W 13 
Hill-etreet, S.W leply 129, Cambridge d Southpe rt 


General. 
Mr. Edward John Fooks, of Langton House, Langton Green, Kent 


yrmerly ead f Messrs. Fooks, Chadwick, Arnold, & Chadwi 
ylicitors, Carey-street, Lincoln's Lnn, a director of the Law Union and 


Rock Insurance mM pany who left £100 to the Roman Catholi Bishop 
Southwark d £50 to the Ver R James Keating left estate of 
t ait 5 > Coe 
In a case at the London Sessions W edne shay in which confly g 
idence was heard, Sir Robert Wallace, K.C., the Chairman, decided 
forward all the papers to the Public Prosecutor th a request that 
egal proceedings be instituted 1inst the defendant I feel that 
he time ha me when we should see whether or not yer is to be 
illowed to continue in the criminat courts,’’ he said I shall postpo ne 


sentence for a fortnight, until 1 see hat course is going to be taken 
1 shall request, in the interests of justice and of the prisoners them 
elves who do speak the truth, that this case be proceeded with, for in 


1y Opinion no grosser perjury was ever committed 
The Jarones Beaumont’s valuabk ection of Norman charters 
wmed by Thomas Stapleton, the antiquary, and preserved at Carltor 
lowers, Yorkshire, came up for sale, says the 7'imea, on the 22nd inst 
Messrs. Sotheby's, the 44 lots produ r £974. The most important 
ne was a Grant by Walerand for salvation of the soul of his lord 
William I., Ki ff the English, to St. Stephen's Church, Caen, with 
he autograph crosses of William I., Matilda the Queen, and others 
nserted in their names This document vhich dates from about 
067-79, with the Conqueror’s rk of nature, was the subject of a 


umber of letters in the Times recently. and produced the high sum of 
£500. Mr. F. Sabin being the purchaser A Charter of Henrw I.. abou 
124-1131, notifying that Symon de Bosville was granted tithe of corr 
e, cider, & to Caen Abbey, went to the same buyer at £100 
Mr. Robert Elliott Pannett f*Whitby, Yorks, solicitor, formerly 


erk to the Town Improvements Commissioners and the old Local 
board, died on’22nd July. aged eight, x, leaving property of the va 
f £30,025, with net personalty £17.82 He left £1,000 for educationa 
wk at the Pannett School of Art, Whit the boat-yard and buildings 


i Church-street to the Whitby Merchant Seamen's Hospital: two free 
Id cottages to the Brunswick Wesleyan Methodist Chapel and £1.500 
ran orgal if land at Thorpe to the Thorpe Weslevan Chaps 
nd the remainder of his land t TI rp to the Parish C unc 4 


Lt piece 


ylingdales for the purpose of a illage rreen ecreation ground, or 
pen apace; the property known as Chubb Hill, Ruswarp. and the 
reehold pump-room and spa and £200 in trust for the inhabitants of 


Whitby ; £100 each to the Whitby Literary and Philosophical Society 
the Whitby Public Dispensary. the Whitby Cott we Hospital nd the 
Whitby Trust for the Blind ; £200 to the Brunswick Weslevan Methodist 
Sanday School; and £200 in trust for the Reference Library at Nort} 





Herton After payment of a number of legacies, the ultimate residuc 
s to go to provide public parks, recreation grounds. and publ valks 
rWw hiths 

The Prospectus of the Solicitors’ Law Stationery Societs lad 
hich appeared in our issues of the 16th and 23rd Octaber. has F 
nderstand, resulted in the whol f 25.000 £1 shares offered ¢ t 30s 


er share being over-applied for The ubscription list ‘closes be ose 


ut applications received by the first post on Monday will he considered 
allotment 


[LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
No. 15, LINC OLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ne ners Stock ... me ee rs “0 
Debenture Stock £331,130 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be @ tained at the Society's Office. 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary, 


£406,000 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPhas COURT ur. Justice Mr Justie 
RoTa. No. 1 Eve SARGANT. 
Munday, Nov. 1 Mr. Synge Mr. Korrer Mr. Bioxam Mr. Synge 
Tuesday .... 4 Church Bluxam. Synge Jolly 
Wednesday.... 3% Leach synge Jully Church 
Thursday .... 4 Goluschmidt Jolly Church Leach 
PUNE ccepccce “SO Borrer Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Saturday .... 6 Bioxam L ach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Date Mr. Justice ir. Justice Mr. Justice PF. U, Mr Juatice 
ASTBURY PETERSUN LAWRENCE RUssELL 
Mouday, Nov. 1 Mr, Jolly Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Lucsday nak ‘Es Chareh Leach Goiwschmidt borrer 
Wednesday — 3 Leach Goidschmi «| Borrer bloxam 
Thursday ‘ Goldsciimidt B_rrer 6) xam Synge 
Friday ad 5 sorret Bloxam Synz Joly 
Saturuay 6 Bloxam Synge dolly vhu ch 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 


London Gazette.Fripay, Oct, 22 
WoorTon'’s Markets, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or bef Nov. Ll, to send ia 
their names and addresses, with particular f their debts or claims, to Leonard 
Weston Fairview St. Andrew's-rd., Shoeburyness, liquidator 
& A. Moone, Lrp In Votuntary Liquipatiox.).—Creditors are re quired forth 


with to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts @ 
laime, to Stanley Frederick Stephens, 12 and 14, Arthur-st., liquidator. 
Casstnea Concessions, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
F. J. Ricarde-Seaver, 48, Norfolk-sq., Hyde Park, liquidator 
B. Kersuaw & Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec, 2, to send theft 


names and addressees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fraok 
Cates Toulmin, 3, Tib-la.. Manchester, liquidator 

SOvRan MAanvuracturine Co Lrp.—Creditors are required n or befor Dec. & 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 


to William Howarth, 92, Market-st., Manchester, liquidator 

Warpwitts, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on og before Nov. 15, to send theif 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
Taylor, Temple Courts, 55, Temple-row, Birmingham, liquidater 

Vacepontan Tosacco Co.. Lip Creditors are required on or before Nov. 25, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, & 
E. T. Schilizsi, 3, Cross-la., Eastcheap, liquidator 

Nirroern Propretrs & Carsipe Co Lrp..Creditors are required, on or befor 
Dec. 10, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
r claims, to Henry Adrian McMahon, Winchester House, Old Broad-et., liqub 
lator 

CowLisnaw, Watker & Co.. Lrp Ix Votcntrary Ligvuipation.).—Creditors a 
required, on or before Nov. 12, to send in their names and addresses, with 
particulars of their debts or claims, to John Alfred Edmondson, Woodville, 
Trentham-rd., Stoke-on-Trent, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tvurspar, Oct. 26 


New Yora Taxicas Co., Lip In Liqurpation.).—Creditors are required, on of 
wfore Dec. 13, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of thei 
bts or claims, to Reginald Bernard Petre, 11, [ronmonger-la., liquidator 


| Epwarp W Day & Co LTD (I~ Lugurpation.) Creditors are required, on of 
efore Nov, 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theif 
lebt r claime, to Sidney Thomas Brown, 74, Great Tower-st, liquidator 
Fr. M. Procxter & Co 1916), Lrp In Votuntarny Liqurpation.).—Creditors a 
required, on or before Dec. 9, t send their names and addresses, and 


particulars of their debts or claims, tov Joseph Wilfrid Shepherd, 78, King-st, 
Manchester, liquidator 

Bastc PHosraatre Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 30, to se 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
William Thomlinson, The Green, Seaton Carew 8.0., liquidato 

liommes Norraren Counties Scrrty Srones, Lrp.—Creditors are " required, on @& 
hefore Dec. 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei 
debts or claims, to Sir Frank Brown, Finkle Chambers, Finkle-st., Stockton of 
Tees, liquidator 

fHomas Brairawaite & Co., Lep.—Cfeditors are required, on or before Dec. 1 
to send their names and addresses, anf the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Sir Frank Brown, Finkle Chambers, Finkle-st., Stockton-on-Tees, liquidatet 

Wire Lion Horet, Lrp. (In Votcntany Liquipation.).—Creditors are required, @ 
or before Nov. 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of the 
lohée or clain to Stanley Lingard, 10, Marsden-st., Manchester, liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Oct. 22. 


| Cassinga Concessions, Ltd Pile & Co., Ltd 
| Lockwood Mill Co., Ltd British Fottinger Marine Trans 
Olive Bros., Ltd forméts, Ltd 
Volker Lighting Corporation, Ltd J. J. Fewine & Co., Ltd. 
Market ' Hall Cinema Ebbw Vale Westminster Metal Works. Ltd 
d.td 
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Oktaha Oilfields, Ltd Langdons, Ltd Her Etiza O' Donon Hov Nov. 2. Walla Pyman & Co., 35, Basi 
A. J. Lytheer (1918), Ltd. Bradford Plate G Mutual Insuran hall-st 
: Co., Ltd z Htywoop, Harvey tid D 4 tt. W } 
. . . , ‘ i eM wler & Cobbett, M 
D 1 ond Walmer Public Rooms ( Liverpool Tempe Public House ( “tie a n r 
: Ltd ‘ . : 
Derby Picture Theatre, Ltd Parks — Ltd HOLDAWAY, FREDERICK WILLIAM. Winchester Nov. 22. Shenton & Pain, Winchester 
Park Land Co., Ltd Guisborough Empire Picture Co., Lt Kine, Emma, Milton Li Wilt D 1. Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilt 
Coleford Drill Hall Co., Ltd Law Fidelity and General Ins rH, Groner, Bourner Db l 8 r, Potter & Gosder 2 Putney-hill 
| age Car Body ind Cha -. porati . Ltd oes Vick, | HA Fitar l ' Nov. 22 Arthur Hunt & Money, & 
7) ‘ liwarad «& nw L.te i ‘ t 
Commercial Coffee Houses, Ltd H.* Roughton & ¢ Ltd wis, Ma Sorats, K } I Seaton Taylor & ( », Gray'e Ine 
Abercromby Division Conservative Clu Wootton'’s Market Ltd ACKE NA Cul t Nor ! and. Carting ( ractor y is 
td Enwinecrs I ndr Ltd I Hf. White. N t I 
CUTrcHEON, WiLLiam, | M 1 Mer N ” Ror X i2 
London Gazett Terspar, Oct. 2 N Broad-st 
Bram Ltd Caldervale Co-« ative Buildin fe No, Otrone, Rome, It ty Crosl & B 2, Moorgate-st.-bidgs 
Spenhwitinh amd Cables Booed Coltu ‘ seas - - Ltd VeSIT, ELIZABETH a. 5 n-T Nov. 9 Jn Db & N. D. Walker, New 
Society, Ltd Masham and District Electric 8 ; 5 peated ' 
H. Williams (Chichester), Ltd Co., Lt A mms, Rael - Mev. 36, Consne-Hapdy & Jewess, Derwise 
Selby & District Theatres, Ltd Prag nM s cat Lt Palm ; BETH, Lew n Nov . Fredk, A. Bre . 12, Gray’e Inn-sq 
f . Pracocs SA (Ne runt WV Nov, 2 Cc} Se Tunbridge Wells 
Mackean Sheldon & (¢ Ltd ie Sax : , » - \ $ DD b \ 
Db. lL. W. Manufacturing ¢ Lt Kir Coll ( Ltd eNI ae Y joux | Here ates, r Manch Ye ! V 
Peninsular Tot o Lt M\ I Hots Ltd ; . ’ . - 
Salen Weetteete of Octembia, Lt r. | H ‘4 ( Ltd : Epita, Hampst Nov. 30. Bertram Sturt, 8, 0 , 
I ! I ‘ ‘ , cNI Ricmant - D.8.0O. DS& Knar 1 ! Ih . 4 h, Rendel 
Roundhay Studios, Ltd Mot D t Ltd : ‘ | 
F. M. Prockter & ( (1916, Ltd \ Brother lt L « 5 ‘ 
a) N ms 4 tenh 
Emscote Motor Co., Ltd BR Hill Dairw ¢ Ltd - fa pes CO 5 ; ' : & ~ ] 
sham Gas { Ltd SATCHEL EMILY St yard s Nov ( Doug la 
Hastin 
—EEEE = rm ces. KaTHARIN ‘ Louise | aeru, A ( N 0 
Arthur E. Ev 7, Mark 
@ di ’ N w SarRam FRANCES i Nov 0. Charlies R li & ¢ Nort st 
» X W I ANNE EMMPFLIN \ ' ' 5 t Nov. 3} Sweet & & Pauntos 
reditors otices. . eve Eusensne ce oe wed Geen oe 
7° p. " ‘ 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 eno, CHaRtotre, High \ Nov. 16. Bliss & Sons, High Wy 
. - OMA [ G Y t Nov, ¢ Burton & 8 Great Yarmouth 
’ Last Dax or Claim OD Saran | evra, K D l 1 Hemingway & Sons 
London Gazett Fripay, Oct, 22 Be 
B “ak, Frepericx, East Huntspill, $ t Nov. 10 Ruscombe, Peol 
Son, Bridgwater } rivate 
Cu Witttam Henry, Kew. Nov. 9. Thompson and Warmington, Dudk M PROLLOPE have nce tin rece! uouon SoMa Dy Prven 
CLanke, Haney, Bramhall, Chester, Farmer. Nov. 30. Sidebotham & Sidebotham y the important freehold ‘block of buildings known as Ingram House 
Stockport 10/46, Stockwell-road, S.W., which property was erected in 1904 
Ciaysnooxk, Alsert Epmunp, Erdington, Birmingham, Comn n Agent Nov. 2 ' ub for — nd 4 durit the war been in 
Philip Cohen, Slater & Tomkins, Birmingh -- idet u crud for Yours mem, & _ me he 
CLevetanp, Witstam Reeves, Church-st., Stoke N ngt Nov. 2. Francie ipation f the Young Wome Christian A atiol 
Veneer, 106, Bishopsgate 
COLLINGwoop, Mary Emma, Rochdale, Lancs. Nov. 2. Wm. Cockcroft & Sor ” 
Rochdale VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that al 
sé ? sh ne I 4 T > ODD 1) 7 
Cooxson, Gsornee Wittiam, Rusholme, Manchester. | Cobbett, Whe iM y Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro 
Cobbett, Manchester i 7 , 
Davies, Jacos, Rhosilanerchrugog, near Wrexha: Noy. 26. . Thomas Bu ty enerally very nadequately insured, and in case of loss insurer 
Wrexham ffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
Fair a ee , —* ham, Suffolk, Farmer N 0 Goody, Sons K street. Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
eatherall, olchester 5" . ; > 
Fimea, Mary Susannang, Barnsicy. Nov. 19. Reaworth & ( Harrogat ittel puctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Gwittim, Hanaterte Eviza, Hereford. Nov. 30. R. & C. B. Masefield, Led \ iers, and w be id to advise those desiring valuations for any 
Haices, Mary, Cheltenham. Nov. 30. , Haddock & Pruen, Cheltenham. — rpose. Jewels. plat furs. furniture, works of art, bric-&-brac, a 
Hanns, Wiliam Newcaetle-upon-Tyne Nov 18 Th H W hite Newcastle : . N . 
npon-Tyne ape iality ADVT 
KNOT Eomunp \ Wa n Lestie WILKIN London Gazette j nar. Oct 
sox, Lincoln, Boot Dea nooln, Pet : 
Bankruptcy Notice ae cee 3 RECEIVING ORDERS 
lostey, Hotmes, and Ernest Bi Oxen ’ (\LDERMAN SrDNEY ib B Pet. O 12 
London Gazette SDA : Pattern Maker Bradford. Pet 0 7 yrs Ord. Oct. 12 
ADJUDICATIONS 2 Oct. 7 ; . ; Baker, Epwin Jou Pon Mon lai New 
AUSTIN Anracr THtovor, Bredhurst, Kent, B cor? Wittiam RowaNxp M Mer : port, Mon Pet. Oct, 12 Ord. Oct. 12 
Ma idstanc Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Oct. 5 Laeds. Pet. Oot. 6. Ord. O ‘ Bates, Jon~ Avoweuvs, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Sho 
Besrury, FRANK. Wednesfield, Motor Lan M ifa Pieer, Freperick Sovtrawrit, H.M.S. Stonente ee per Ashton-umler-Lyt Pet. Sept. 4. Ord 
ture Wolverhampton Pet. Oct. 9. Ord ) ’ tenant, R.N High | r I A m Oct. 8 
Downs Caarirs. Fast Greenw + Greene Pet Oot. 9 Reows, Ropert Albema High Court Pet 
Sept. 17. Ord. Oct. 8 Srvess, Wiittim Henr OuN STUBRS « ARTH Sept. 9. Ord. Oct. 12 
Grossor Frepericxk Moore, Alford Man S RicHarp Strvsss, Stoke-on-Tr H Furr ‘ Cuarke, Crctt Leowarp, Great Yarmouth. Iron Moulder 
vant Boeton Pet. Oct. & Ord. O 8 Hanley Pet. Oct. 7. Or het : Great Yarmout! Pet. Oct. LI Ord. Oct. 1 
Griuniver, Gtaprs D'Arbloy-st. High ¢ t Pot Porrer SaMcUrr Ambhuret H 5 CLARK Taomas, Great Grimsby, Ship-painting Con 
” ; . Woollens Hich Court 4 Ord. Oo too at Great G } Pet. Oct. 12. ( ‘ > 
Aug. 31. Ord. Oct. 9 ’ r r jreat Grimsby jot. 12 rd, Oct. 12 
Kxicut. Dororny Fraxces. Harrogate, |! H ORDER ANNULIANG. R 1KING OR RESCIN Comex, Avsner M., Cambridge-ter., Hyde Park: High 
dresser. Harrogate. Pet Oct. 7. Or ) 7 ING ORDEI Court. Pet. Sept. 10. Ord, Oct, 12 
Kian Witttam Duwxcan Harr: gate Gents’ Hat Ribas Freperick Joun ) \ Davis, 8 male}, Victori Park-rd Hackney H 
dre er Harrogate Pet. Oct Ord. Oct. 7 ( rt. Ord. Ma 1! On ‘ ( rt Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. Oct. 12 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL IN 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANGE 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS? OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


SURANCE CO., LTD. 


POOL for seiected risks. 
‘FIDELITY, GLASS, 








MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual!l except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 ver cent. is the most complete as ever offered to householders. 
THE’ PO POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks underiOne Decament for One Inclusive Premium. 





SPECIALISTS 
Suitable 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 





Clauses 





for 


IN ALL “LICENSING MATTERS 


Insertion 


in Leases 


and . Mortgages? of 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information {write: VICTORIA} EMBANKM ENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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Ditsmayt. Sameer |} , sl Merchant gh Kxicar, Dororny Fraxces. Harrogate, Ladies’ Hair 


Court. Pet. Aug. 1 ( et. 12 ire r. Oct. 28 at 2.30. Court House, Reglan-st 
GoLpMaAN Hyman ne t Kensington Harr be : THE NATIONAL HOSP! AL 
FOR TB 


Fruiterer H t vet wet 12 Or MENDELSON [sa heethat Manchester Jeweller 


Oet, 12 Oct > at 3 Lee rom -st Manchester iz a 
Hawiisox & Sox, Sou! Hen, Engineers. ¢ . : ate “Oct 201 a0 || PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
Jones, Wriutuam JA ; oy wean. ii | ™ QUBEN SQUARE, BILOOMSBURY, W.C. 
at Guest Selleit 0 Ns The largest Hospital of its kind. 

Pet. A ; ‘ Oct it , orman G ‘ thport The Charity ts forced at present te rely, to seme 
Liwren, Rear ry [ i ! t } urt > 2. Or extent, upen legacies for maintenance. 

Dresser. | Py Sept et. 12 - Uct Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
Love. Hess K \ ' ‘ brist frist ret t 2 relatives or friends are asked to send for particulsrs 
Pet. Sept. 24. ¢ 0 t : ¢ the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 
"ARTRIDOT AM ris t , , ' J sHLN P t ” e 

Exet "et. Oct, 12 ' Oct. 12 . Pet ‘ ‘fi > . ) THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 
ruonrs Ha t t t ( 


Ord 








Painting 
KERR & LANHAM, 
Law Stationers and Lay Agents. 


\BSTRACTS, BRIErs, DRAFTS AND DEEDS 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED. 


COUNTRY ORDERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION. 
16, Furnival St., Holborn, E.C. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY-LANE, FLEET- 
STREET, LONDON. 
HENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the al 
' he ; , Profession to the advantages of his long ¢ i- 
Draman , ' ' ostemnt nama file Dealer  @00@ Of upwarde of fifty years in the special in- 
at 08 ot , Dat ‘ } sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and to solicit 
" , their continued support.—N.B. Forme, Gratis, for 
conk Ont. @ ' , pe ape nil Notices to Oreditors and Dissolutions 
Gesuan. ii “4 of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. File 
Fruit ( ‘ D INULLING. REVOKINE , of “London Gazette” kept for free reference. 
yea ; mene ; uy appointment 
: . RESCINDING ORDER 


Heraert 
Castlepl., Nottir ae y, Draper bay, Gn WANTED, Nos. 30, 35 and 49 of Weekly 
‘ jaw e 4 ‘ " ' t : of ju Reporter, Vol. 54, 1905-6 ; 6d. will be paid for each 


JoNt W 
11.90 at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane W.C. 2. 


‘Mar 
Oct 


GLossor 





LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 2. 


FIRE. Personal Accideat and Disease, Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic 
Servants. Property Owners’ Indemnity. Third Party. Motor Car. Plate Glass. (Householders’ Comprehensive Policy). 
BON DS—1he Directors desire to draw special attention to the fact that the Fidelity Guarantee Bonds of this Society 
are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 











DIRECTORS— 
CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Eaq., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 
ROMER WILLIAMS Heq., D.L., J.P., Vicn-Cuarmmas (Williams & James, Norfolk Honse, Thames Embankment) 
BEEVOER ROWLAND, Eeq.(Williams & James). JAMES MARSH JOHNSIONE, Esq, (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 
GauvkKvE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (( orseilis & Nerney) Lincoln's Inn Fielda DILLON R L. LOWE, Eaq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 
L. C. CHOLM LEY, keq. (¥reré, Cholmeley & (o ), Lincoln's Inn Fields. FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Eag. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street, 
BOMUNDL FRAN CIS BLAZE CHURCH, Esq, (Chur Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. Portman Square. 
HARRY M. CROUKENDEN, Eeo. (Francis & Crookenden) Lincoln's Inn Fields RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.), Bedford Row. 
GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson) Stonehouse. JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Esq. (Morrell, Peet & Gamien) Oxford. 
¥. BB. FAREBROTHER, Eoq. (Fiadgate & Vo.) Pali Mail CECIL STUART RAYMOND-BARKER Esq. (Johnson, Kaymond-Barker & Co,) 
HENRY LEYVEVEE FARRER, Keq. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. J. BE. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton, Meredith & Mills), Lincoln's Inn. 
B. 8 FREELAND, Keg. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland) Queen Anne's Gate, GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
Westminster MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields 
C. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoin’s Inn. HERBERT NEVILL WALFORD, &-q. (Walforas), Bolton Street, Piceadilly. 
W. A. T. HALLOWES, Eaq. (Haliowes & Carter) Bedfor! Row. W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Ksq (Walters & Co.) Lincoln's Ina. 
+ EDWIN HART, Baq. (Badd, Brodie & Hart) Bedford how Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.0. (A. & H. White) Great Mariborough Street. 
EB. CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq, (formgly of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford \RTHUR ©. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Surch, Whitehead & Davidsons) Bolton 
Row. . Street, Piccadilly. 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwyrme James & Son), Hereford. E. TREVOR LL WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfield, Rickmansworth. 





W. R. LAWRENCE. 
SECURIT W UNSURPASSED. . 

This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, tne Legal oe, INVITES 
APPLICATION POR AGENCIES PROM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM IT IS ABLE O OFFER SPECIAL PACILITIES for the transaction i] 
Business on the most tavourable terms. it enjoys the highest reputation ior prompt and liberal settlement of claims. Surveys where necessary 

are undertaken by the Society free of charge. Prospectuses and Proposai Forms and full information may be had at the Society's Office, 
The Business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 


ASSISTANT secretaries { \\"O00" EVANS. SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 
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